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SERMONS. 



EpHBSIANSy IV. 5. * 

ONE BAPTISM. 
D I S C U R S JE-L 

X O perfaadfe the Ephciians to keep the 
unity of the fpirit in the bond of peace, the Apof- 
tle urges this, among other arguments, that they 
had received one Baptifm. If this one Baptifm was 
deiigned to be a bond of peace and unity a- 
mong chriftians, how unhappy it is, that it fhouid 
become an occafio6 of divifion and feparation ? 
Some will fay, ' It isitet^tf baptifm, but differ* 
ent baptifms that caufc divifions^ It is true, bap- 
tifm is adminiftered in diiTerent mades^ and to 
diScTcnt fubje^s ; but ftill, I hope, it win appear 
to be one baptifm ; and if fo, then this difference 
fe no jufl: reafon for difnnion. 

You arc fenfible, my brethren, that I have 
not been wont to bring controverfies^ into the 
pulpit. I have purpofely avoided the controvcr- 
fy caacdming baptifm in years p^ift^ ^tv^ ^oxs^ii. 



bave donefo ftiit, ha4 it not been latdy revived «- 
jnong you. — ^It b not any prejudice againft our 
brethren who diflfcr from us, but a regard to your 
prefent circumftances, and to the defire of many 
among you, that now induces me to enter upon it : 
and I hope to handle it m fuch a manner, as, at 
leaft, not to oflFend, if I fliould not convince. I 
' fhall not call in queftion the validity of the bap- 
tifm of our brethren : I only aim to vindicate our 
own. And furely when we are charged with hav- 
ing effentially changed a divine inftitution — when 
we are reprefented as being in an unbaptized 
Hate — when we are treated as unfit for chriftian 
communion, we have a right to plead in our de- 
fence. 

There is a late pamphlet which many of 
you have read, written by way of Letters to Bijh- 
op Hoadfy, the author of which labours to dif- 
prove the validity both offprinkling^ and of infant 
iafti/my and treats them both with great con- 
tempt. I (hall pay particular attention to this piece, 
and take notice of every thing that is m^t^rial 
in it. 

The queftions before us are two ; whether 
fprinkling is a fcriptural mode ; and whether in^ 
funis are proper fubjeas of baptifm ? Thefe quef- 
tions have no neceffary connexion with each oth^ 
cr. But as the validity of our baptifm is denied ou 
account of the mode in which it was adoiiniftercd, 
as well as of the age at v.hich we received it, I ihall 
diftlnftly confider both queftions j and Ihall begin 
with the former. 



PARTI. 

\Y E will firfl enquire. What is the true 
fcriptural mode of Baptifm ? 

There are two ways, in which this ordi* 
nance is adminiftered ; one is immerjion^ or plung- 
ing the whole body into water : The other is ^j^- 
fioriy which is pouring or fprinkling water upoa 
the fubjeft. We do not deny the validity of ira* 
inerfion ; we only deny the necejftty of it : But 
our brethren (at leaft many of them) deny the va- 
lidity cAaffufton^ and reprefent it as no baptifm, to 
whomfoever adminiftered. It is therefore of fom« 
importance that we enquire, whether there be not 
fuch evidence, that affuftm is a fcriptural mode, 
as may juftify our ufc of it, and fatisfy thofe who 
have received baptifm in this manner. 

I SHALL firft examine the import of the 
Greek word ufed for baptifm — then confider the 
uics of baptifin and the alluiGions of fcripture to thefe 
ufes — next enquire, what was the apoftolic prac- 
tice-^ and laftly take fome notice of tiie ufage of the 
church after the apoftolic age. 

I. Wfi will examine the import of the word 
baptizoj which is the ufual^ if not the only word 
by which the writers of the New Tcftament ex- 
j»:efs the chriftian ordinance of baptifm. 

It is agreed, that the word baptiTiOj fignifies 
to vkijh by the application of water : But then, 
b(nv the water is to be applied^ whether by plung- 
ing the fubjeA irUo water, or by pouring or fprink- 
liog water t^m the fubjed^ is the queftion. This 
willbeftbe detcrmmed*' by confidering, how the 
word is ufed upon conunoa occaiioas.r 
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The author of the Letta-s to Bifhop Hoadly 
tells us, * That the writers of the New . Teftament 
borrowed their phrafes from the Greek tranilation 
of the Old Teftament, called the SeptuagitU* He 
refers us to this for the fenfe of the words, which 
they have ufed for baptifm. He allows that 
^ baptizo is the oflFspring of bapto ;' and con- 
feqi^ently may be taken in the ^me fenfe. Zeal- 
ous as he is for immerfion, he is conftrained to ac* 
knowledge, that * bapto is never ufed in the 
Septuagint for the rite of waftiing a perfon's whole 
body ;* But on the contrary, is fometimes ufed for 
wetting the body by fprinkling ; as in Dan. 4. 33. 
and chap«ur5« 21. where Nebuchadnezzar* & body is 
faid to be wet with the dew of heaven. Now he 
fays, * We all know,that a perfon is wet with dew, 
not by imn^eriion into it, but by its dtftillation in 
gentle drops ; we are fprinkled with it.* And if 
bapto is, never ufed for plunging the whole body, 
but fometimes for fprinkling it, probably baptixo^ 
* its oflFspring,' is generally ufed in the fame fenfe. 
Accordingly this author concedes that * the word 
baptizo^ is never but onci ufed, in tbofe very nu- 
merous places of the Old Teftament, where bathing 
the perfon is commanded.' The one inftance he 
mentions is in 2 King. 5. 14. where Naaman is faid 
to have dipped (or baptifed) himfelf /even times in 
y^irdan^ for the cure of his leprofy. But this one 
inftance, at beft, is but a doubtfot one ; for the 
law prefcribed that the leper (hould be fprinkled 
feven times for his cleanfing. The Prophet fays, 
wafh feven times and thou fhalt be clean. If the 
Prophet had any refpeft to the law, as it feems he 
had, by his enj<miing him to walb-yh^ times, then 

by 



hYivaJhinghe me^nt JprinkTmg ; fothat this exam* 
pic vj/ill by no means prove, that the word baptizo^ 
fignifies to piurige. We have then no initance of 
bapt^^ and but one (and that a very doubtful 
inftance) of bapthzo^ ufcd in a/l the Old Tefta- 
nienc foriramcrfion or bathing the body :-. But fomc 
inftances of the former*s being ufed for fprinkling. 
Thus the matter ftands according to the conceffions 
of this writer. 

Let us now cotifult the Ncw-Teftament. — 
There we (hall find clear and direft evidence, that 
the word baptiz9^ fignifies to pour or fpr inkle. 

It is faid, in the beginning of the 7th Chap. 
c^ Mark, That the Pharifees^ when they faw fome 
of t}^ difciplcseat bread *wilh defied (that is to fay ^ 
with tiwwajhen) handjy found fault ; for the Phar" 
ifees and all the yews^ except they wa(h their hands 
oft ^ eat not* And when they come from the market y 
except they wafli, {eanmebctptizmtai^ except they 
arc baptifed) they eat not. What in the former 
daufe, is called wajhing the hands^ is here called 
being baptifed. The ufual manner of wafliing hands 
among the Tis^j, we learn from 2 Kings 3. 11. 
where it is faid, Elifha poured \vater on the hands of 
Elijah. Here then you fee, perfons are faid to be 
baptifed^ when only <3r^^r/ of the body is wafhed 
by ^c pouring on of water. It is added, Many oth- 
er things there arei which they ha^ue received to holdy 
as the wafhings Xhaptifmous^ baptifms) of brazen vef 
fels and tables^ or beds, i. e. the feats on which 
they lifedto recline at meals, which were fo large, 
that they could be wafhed only by pouring water:, 
on them. 

It is faid> Lttkei 1-37.. A certain Pharifee 

ofkcd 
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ajked Jefus to dine with bim. And be went in and 
fat down to meat. And when the Pbarifee faw it^ 
he marvel led f that be hadmtjirft wafhed before din^ 
ner : Not waibed his whole body^ but only his hands^ 
according to the Jewijh cuflom memioaed in the 
before cited paflage in Mark. And this is ezpreC* 
fed by the fame word, which is • ufed for bapti^ng^ 
He marvelled that he had not been baptifed, ebapti/ibe^ 
before dinner. 

The fews^ by divine appointment, obfcrved 
divers kinds of purifications, the greater part o£ 
which vitrtfprinklings. And thefe are exprefs]y 
called baptifnu. The Apoftle, in the 9th chap, to 
Hcb. loth yerfc, fpeaking of the Jewijb ritual, 
fays, Itjiood only in meats and drinks and divers 
wajhings^ (diaphorois baptifmois^ divers baptifms.^ By 
thefe divers baptifms^ he plainly means the various 
ceremonies offprinkling ; for fo he explains them 
in the following vcrfes. The blood of bulls and of 
goatSy and the ajhes (fan heifer f^rinkling the idn^ 
ckan^ fandlifieth to the purifying of thefiejh. Mofes 
took the blood of calves and goats with water^-^-aml 
fprinkled the book and all the people. He fprinkled 
hkewife with blood both the tabernacle and all the vef 
fels of the mimjiry. And alnufl all things are^ by the 
lawi purged with bloody i. c. with the fprinkfing of 
blood. Now as the Apoftle fpeaks of divers bap-- 
tifmsy and then immediately illufli^es. them by di* 
vers Jpr inklings y and mentions no other purifica- 
tions, but fprinklings, as inftances of thefe divers 
bapfUmsy it is evident, that if the facred writer uii« 
derflood Greek, fprinklipg is baptifm.. 

And fince the word, wherever it is ufed ia 
fcripture for any thing befides the chriftian ordi« 

nance^ 



nance, fdainly (ignifies pottring or /frinkling, except: 
in the^;^/? inflance of Naamans dipping himfelf 
in jfordan^ which at mod is a very doubtful one, 
Vfc mud naturally fuppofe, it is ufed in the fame 
fenfe, when it is applied to the chridian ordinance* 
ITiis conclufion may have the more_ weight, be- 
caufe it is deduced from the conceffions of a critical 
'writer on the other fide oC the queftion. 

THfiRE is another Greek word, louo^ fuppof- 
ed to be fometimes ufed for baptifm, on which the 
author of the letters lays more weight : for, 
^ This, he tells us, is almoft the conftant word of 
the Septuagint^ in thofe very numerous places 
where bathmg^ or washing (he whole body is com- 
manded.* 

This word is indeed frequently ufed for wa{h« 
iflg the body ; fometimes fo^ wafhing the whole 
body ; And if this were the conftant and otdyvrovA 
for baptifm in the New Teftament, here would be 
% pla^iible argument for wafhing the whole body 
in baptifm.r— But it ihould be obfervcd, that this 
word is very feldom, if ever ufed for baptifm, The 
WthcM' of the letters has cited about ^at/jt pafiages in 
the New Teftament, as fpeaking of baptifm : A- 
mong all thefe, there are hwt four where this word 
is ufed. It is not certain, that baptifm is the thing 
intended in thefe : But if it is, yet no argument 
c«m be drawn from them in favour of immerdon ; 
but porhaps the contrary. Let us coniider them. 

Onjb isinHeb. lo. 23. Let us draw near 
kaving tntr body wajhtdj Qekumemi foniaj being 
waihed in the body) with pure water. Now a 
perfon is waihed in his body> though water be 
poured only on a pare of it. Thus when the wo- 
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man poured ointment on Chrift's heady £he is faid 
to have anointed his hdy* And this wafliing is^ in 
the preceding claufe, expreffed by fprinkling. — ^ 
Having our hearts fprinklcdyr^/w an evil confcience^ 
and our body wafhed with pure water. 

Another paffage is in Titus 3. 5. He hath 
faved us (dialoutrou) by the wajhing of regenera^ 
tion^and renewing of the Holy Ghojiy which he hatb 
fhedj or poured on us. Now if baptifm is here in-- 
tended by thtwafhing of regeneration^ this tekt af- 
fords a plain argument for (^afion or poiiring in bap- 
tifm : For this wafliing denotes the renewing of the 
Holy Ghojiy which is poured on us ; and therefore, 
that there may be fomc refemblance between the 
fign and the thing fignified, baptifm fhould be per- 
formed by pouring. The phrafe of the pouring of 
thefpirit is an allufion to the pouring of water in 
baptifm*. 

A THIRD paflage is in Epfa. 5. 26. Thai 
he might fan^ify it (the church) having cleanfed it 
with the wafhing of water by the word. Now if 
baptifm be here intended by wafliing, then the 
church IS feid to be fanAified and cleanfed by the 
baptifmal wafliing : But how this wafliing is per- 
formed, whether by fprinkling or plunging, is ftill 
the queftion. The Apoftle fays,* fprinkting-^anc^ 
tijiethto the purifying of the ftefk. If then we will 
allow the Apoftle to interpret bisfown phrafes, it is 
fprinkling that fan£Hfies and cleanfes the flefli, and 
confequently is the wajhing intended, when the 
church is faid to hcfanSified and cleanfed by the 
wajhing of water. In the 5ifl:Pfal. 2d vcrfe, the 
Pfalmift prays, Wajb me thoroughly from mine ini-- 
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ijuiiy and cleanfe me from Jin. He adds ver. 7. 
Purge me J (in the Greek it is Jprink/e me) and IJhall 
be cleanfed. "What in the 2d ver. is called ivafhing 
thoroughly J is in the 7 th ver. called fpr inkling ; and 
the latter is faid to cleanfe^ as well as the former. 
The other paflage is in i Cor. 6. 11. But ye are 
nvajhed^ but ye are fandijied^ &c. This is fo near- 
ly parallel to the former, that the fame remarks are 
applicable to both, and there: ore nothing further 
needs to be added.— -It appears, I think, that the 
word which our author chiefly depends on to prove 
immeriion entirely fails him, and finally determines 
in fkvour of affufion. 

This now is the refult of our enquiry. The 
word i^tizoy is bid once^ and perhaps never ufed 
m all the Old Teftament, where bathing the body 
is commanded. It is often ufed, in the New Tefta- 
ment, for Jprinkling or pouring. This is the ufual^ 
if not the only word for baptilm. It is ufed, to be 
fore, in near iixty paflagcs. The word, louo^ is 
fometimes ufed for bathing the body, but never 
cffiainly ufed for baptifm : There are but four 
paflages, where it is pretended to be fo ufed : 
And even here it is plainly fynonymous with pour" 
h^ Qtjprinkling. 

It is indeed very remarkable, that the writ- 
■ crs of the New Teftament, when they fpeak of the 
diriftian ordinance of baptifm, have gene.pJly (if 
not always) avoided that word, which in the Sep'- 
tm^ni is ufed jFor bathing the body ; and chofen 
1 word of a more general fignification ; and if they 
fcvccvcr ufed the former, they have joined with 
^^^ritdtUf^ Qt pourings as if it were on purpofe to 
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teach us, that plunging the whole body is a ceremo- 
ny not required under the gofpeK 

II. I APPREHEND we may obtain feme (at- 
isfaftion in the point before us, if we attend to thofc 
paflages of fcripture, in which the ufes of baptifm 
are manifcftly alluded to. 

1 . One ufe of it is to reprefcnt the fanftify. 
ing influence of the fpirit. Ghriftians are* faid to 
be bom of water and of ihe fpirit ; and to be favcd 
by the wajhing of regeneration and renewing of the 
holy GJjq/i. Peter fays to the convifted Je^tfs^ Be 
baptifed and ye /hall receive the gift of the holy Gho/i'J* 
The influence of the Spirit reprcfeutcd in baptifm, 
is often expreflcd hj pouring 2XiA fprinkUng ; as in 
the before cited paflagcs to Titus ^ and to the He- 
brews. The renewing of the holy Ghofi, which he 
hath poured on us. Having tlye heart fprinkled^^j 
an evil confcience.. This pouring out of the Spirit is 
called, being baptized with it. That promife, Te 
fjall be baptifed with the holy Ghoft^ is faid to ha:ve 

been fulfilled when Chrifty/W dr poured forth the 
Spirit.f 

2. Baptism rcpfcefents the forgivenefs of 
fins. Hence thefc dlw^ops. Be baptized for the 
remijfion of fins — Be baptized and wajh away thy 

fins.\ Our fins are waihe'd away in Chrift's blood. 
The blood of Chri/i cleanfetb f^om all fin. He hath 
wajhed us from our fins in his own blood.^ And 
tliis application of Chrifl:*& blood- is expreflid by 
J^Jikling. Te are come — to Jefus^ the mediator of 
fh^,^sw covenant and to the blood of fprinkliiig. E- - 
Uii according to the foreknowledge cfGod^ thrdugh 

fan^ification 

* AA. «. jg ^ Afit. 1. S. and ch. a. 33. 

/ A61. 2 j8. and ch. 4a. 16, ^ i^oVi. t. T- mA 'Bv^, v v 
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tnSliJication ofthefpirlt unio — ^fprinkling of the blood 
f Chriji* 

3. Baptism with clean water may denote the 
Implicity of the Gofpel difpenfation. 

The writer of the letters fays, * There does 
lot appear, in all the five books of Mofes^ any rite 
)f fprinkling meer water, but it was water mixed 
with blood, aflies, &c." The Mofaic inftitution 
was of a mixed nature : It confided both of moral 
and ceremonial precepts. And the rites of purifica- 
tion v^ ere of a piece with the difpenfation itfelf; 
for they were performed by water mixed with other 
ingredients. But the Gofpel difpenfation is pure 
aqd fimple, charged with few external rites, and 
thcfe plain and eafy. Thus. Ezek. 36. 25. God, 
foretelling the happinefs of his people in the Gof- 
pel times, fays, Then will /fprinkle clean water up- 
on you and yejhall be clean. ' This expreffion,' fays 
the author before mentioned, * alludes to fome 
watery purification in the law of Mofes.* But he 
fays, ^ There was no ceremony of unmixed water.* 
He thinks, ' it alludes to the water of feparation.* 
And yet he fays, ' This was a compojition of vari- 
ous ingredients.* 

The meaning of the paflage then muft be 
Ais. In the latter times I will give you a pure and 
fpiritual difpenfation, not burdened with fuch rites 
and ceremonies as the prefent. The fimple nature 
and fpiritual defign of it fliall be reprefented by the 
great rite of initiation, which fliall be thcjprinkling 
of ^«r^ water, and not the application of fjich mixed 
compofitions as are now in ufe. 
Obferve here : Sprinkling is faid to cleanfe the 

B perfou 

* Heb. 14.24. X Pet. i. z* 
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perfon. / w/7/ fprinkle clean water upon you and ye 
/hall be clean, and from all your jilthinefs will I 
clczxik you. So wafliing Peter's feet only, was 
waihing hi?n. Peter fays, Thou Jhalt never wajh 
my feet. Jefus replies, If I waJh thee not, thou haji 
no part in me. When he moved, that his hands 
and head might be wafhed too, Chrift anfwered. 
He that is wajhed, need notfave to wajh his feet, but 
is clean every whit.f 

It has been faid, ' A minifter may as well 
wafli the hands or feet, as fprinkle the face of a 
perfon, in the name of the Trinity, and call it bap-, 
tifm.' I am fax from afferting, that the validity of 
baptifm depends upon the part to which the water 
is applied. There is however an obvious proprie- 
ty in applying it to the head. This is the principal 
part of the body. It is the part which is ufually 
uncovered ; and the water doubtlefs (hould be ap- 
plied to x\x^ perfon, rather than to his clothes. The ■ 
ceremony of benedi&ion was performed by laying j 
the hands on the head. Un6lion was performed by j 
pouring oil on the head, which was called anointing i 
the body. TThe Holy Ghoft was communicated by i 
the impqjition of the Apoftles hands : And they who 
had the Spirit communicated to them, were faid to :] 
be ^^/^/2j^^ with it ;. which makes it highly proba- '\\ 
ble that baptifm, the token of this communication, } 
was performed by putting water on the heads of the % 
perfons baptized. Accordingly, the Apoflle to \ 
the Hebrews fpeaks of the dodrine of Baptifms and% 
laying on of hands. \ \ 

4. The Apoftle, in i. Cor. 10. fpeakingof^ 
the Jews who came out of Egypt, i^^%^ They were all 

baptized 

f John IS* ^ h lO' I Chap. 6. ». j 
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baptized unto Mofes in the cloud and in thefea. The 
Apoftle here undoubtedly alludes to chriftian bap- 
tifm, and therefore we may fuppofe there was fome 
refemblance between baptifm unto Chrijl^ and that 
ancient baptifm unto Mofes. — Now how were they 
baptized in the cloud and fea ? Surely not by be- 
ingplunged all over in water ; for tf^y went over 
dry Jhod ; but only by being fprinkled with fome 
fprays of the fea, and drops from the cloud. This 
appears to me the moft natural fenfe of the expref- 
fion. The author of the letters indeed ridicules 
fuch an interpretation, and fays, ^ Here is an allu- 
fion to the cuftom of immerRon^ the Ifraelites^ being 
covered by the cloud over^ and by the water on each 
fide of them/ But I think he has not mended the 
matter ; for though the waters furrounded them, 
yet (as he would have it underftood) not even a 
Ipray touched thera, nor a drop fell on them ; for 
men they would have been fprinkled. It was a 
dry baptifm : A baptifm without water, yonah 
might as well have been faid, to be baptized in al- 
lofion to immerfion^ when he went down into the 
fides of the fhip, and there lay, while a ftorm hung 
over him. 

5. Baptism (ignifies our obligation to re- 
nounce fin and put on the charafter of Chrift. 

The Apoftle fays, Rom. 6. 4. We are bu- 
ried with Chrifl by baptifm into his death. And' Col. 
2. 1 2. Buried with him in Baptifn. The plain 
meaning is ; by baptifm we are bound to die to 
fin, and walk in newnefs of life, in conformity to 
the death and refurreftion of Chrift. Our breth- 
ren imagine, thefe two paffages afford a ftrong ar- 
giWlient for imraerfion. They tell us, ' The 
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phrafc of being buried with Chriji in Baptifm^ al- 
ludes to the manner of baptifm, which was a bu- 
rial in the water ; for if there were nothing like 
a burial, the phrafe would be very improper. 
But as well might they fay, ' The mode of baptifm 
muft refemble his crucijiilion ; for in the fame paf- 
fage the Apoftle fays. We are baptized into his death, 
planted toge! her in the likenefs of his death — our old 
man is crucified with him. But I am willing their 
argument fliould have its full tveight ; for if they 
think immerJtQn can be proved from thefe two paf- 
fages, where our conformity to Chrift is exprcffed 
by our being buried with him in baptifm^ they muft, 
if they will be confiftent with themfelves, allow 
thzlfprinkling can be more clearly proved from 
thofe numerous paffages, where our juftification 
through Chrift's blood is cxprefTed by the /prink- 
ling of his Hood ; and our fanftification is expreifed 
by thejprinkling of clean water — by the hearfs be-' 
ingfprinkled — ^by the fpir it* s being poured on us^ 
&c. The conclufion then from this argument will 
be, that both modes were admitted by the Apof- 
tles — both are valid and agreeable to the inftitu- 
tion. Let us no longer contend. This argument 
bids fo fair to reconcile our brethren to our prac- 
tice, that I could willingly leave them in full pof- 
feffion of it. — I wifli it good fuccefs. — But if it be 
attended to, I am afraid, it will appear to have lit- 
tle weight. 

How was Chrift buried ? Not as the dead arc 
ufually buried among us, but as rich men were a- 
mong the jfewsj in an apartment cut out in the 
fide of a rock. Such tombs were cdiXc^Xjepulchres 
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on high ;* bccaufc they were made above ground. 
Lazarus' s grave was of this fort ; and he was laid 
in it infuchapo(ition,'that, upon his revival, he 
came forth^ while he was bound hand and foot ; but 
he could not walk^ till he was loofed. ^ Loofe him 
and let him go/f Ph^gi^g then no more refcm- 
blcs Chrift's entombment tiban fprinkling does. If 
there were any circumilances in his burial, which 
baptifin can refemble, it mud be his embalmment."^ 
It is laid, Nicodemus brought a mixture of myrrh and 
aloes J arid wound the body of Jefus in linen clothes 
with thefpices^ as the manner of the Jews is to bury. I 
And after this, the women prepared fpices and oint- 
ments -and came to anoint his body. The expreffion 
of being buried with Chriji in baptifm^ may allude 
to his body's being anointed with aromatic oint- 
ments at the time of his burial' ; and this was done 
hy pouring and rubbing them on the body. Ac- 
cordingly whea the woman poured the precious 
ointment on Chrift*s head, He fays, In that Jho 
poured it on my body^ fie did it to my burial. She is 
come to anoint my body to the burying. § Obferve ; 
her pouring it only on his heady he calls pouring it 
on his body ; as on another occafion, a woman's 
dropping her tears on his feet, he calls wajhing his 
feet ; and wa&ing Peter's feet was wafliing him,— 
Now in allufion to this manner of anointing, chrift- 
5ans are faid, to be anointed with the fpirit^ and to 
have an unilion from the Holy One^ which teacheth 
them of all things. \\ What is elfewhere called the 
pouring of the i^irit on them ; and being baptized 
with the fpirit \ is here exprcffed by the anointing 

b of 

* Ifa. %%^ x€. t Jo^» *'• 44. . \ Joh. 19. 40. 

$ Mat. a^ 7t \% Cor. z. %u and i Job. %, vi, 27. 
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of the fpmt, in allufion to the manner of anointing 
by pouring oil on the head. 

IIL It is time that we proceed to enquire, 
in what manner baptifm was adminiftered in the 
times of our Saviour and his Apofttes. 

Our brethren, and particularly the gentle- 
man before mentioned, think it very manifeft, that 
imnierfion was the mode prafticed in thofe times, be 
caufe the perfons baptized are, in one or two in- 
flances, faid to go into ^ and come ouf ofiht water ; 
becaufe fome were baptized in a river ; and be- 
caufe places abounding with water were chofen for 
baptizing. 

But let us not be carried away by the meer 
found of words without examining their fenfe. 

It is faid. Mat. 3. i6. yefus being baptized 
came up out of the water. , The Greek phrafc 
{apo vdatos) properly fignifies, from the water ; 
and therefore implies no more than that he went 
down to it ; which he might properly be faid to do 
in whatever mode he was baptized. And as all 
natural colleftions of water are in low places, fo the 
motions to ^nd from them, muft be defending and 
afcending, which is fufEcient to account for the ex- 
preffion, he went up from the water ^ 

As Chrift was without fin, his baptifm could 
not be in token of repentance and forgivenefs ; 
and, as he came to John after all the people were 
baptized, it could not be for an example of baptifm 
to them :. but it was evidently his public confecra- 
tion to the miniftry, on which he was now enter- 
ing. He chofe this ceremony of confecration, in 
conformity to the law of God, which had inflitut- 
ed a limilar form' for the feparation of the high 

pricft 
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prieft to his office. And therefore he fays, Thus it 
becometh us tofuyilall right eoufnefs. 

The priefts under the law, were to enter on 
the public fervice of God at the age oi thirty years ; 
Chrift, when he began to be about thirty years of age ^ 
was baptized. They were confecrated to their of- 
fice by wajhing with water ^ and by anointing with 
oil : He was publicly inaugurated into his miniftry, 
by baftifm and the un£tion of the Holy Ghofi. God 
lays to Mofes ; Aaron and hisfons^ Jhalt thou bring 
to the door of the tabernacle^ and Jhalt wajh them with 
water ^-^^and thou Jhalt pour the anointing oil on his 
bead. Thou Jhalt make a laver ofbrafs and put wa» 
ter therein ; for Aaron and his Jons Jhall waJh their 
hands and their feet therein. And Mofes brought 
Aaron and his f 6ns and wajhed them with water ^ and 
he poured the anointing oil on Aaron^s headland anoint- 
ed him tofandfy himJ^ 

The priefts were waflied, not by the imraerfibn 
of their bodies into a fountain, but by the applica- 
tion of water to their ^j;2^j and j^^ from a laver ; 
they were anointed by oil poured on their heads ; 
thus they were publicly inflated in their office. 
Chrift was baptized at Jordan ; after his baptifm 
he was anointed with the Holy Ghoft, which vifibly 
dcfccnded upon him ; and theu^he was declared 
• from heaven to be the Son of Go3, and the people 
were commanded to hear him. Alluding to the 
manner, in which the priefts were confecrated, the 
prophet, in the perfon of Chrift-, fays, Thefpirit tf 
the Lord is upon me^ becaufe he hath anointed me to 
preach the gojpel.i Peter, fpeaking of the word 

which 

• Exod. 29. 4, &c, Chap. 30, 19, &c. Lev. 8. 6, iz, 
t Ifai. 61. 1, 
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which God fent to Ifiacl by Chrift, fays, Thai i 
ye JknaWj which began from Galilee^ after the 
tifm ^hich John preached^ how God anointed j 
^Nazareth with the Holx Ghojl^ and with p&u 

Now as in the account given by the Evai 
ids concerning Chrid's haptifm there is not 
vhich neceflarily imports an ioimeriion ; as 
baptifm was in compliance with the Inftituted u 
of confecrating the ancient priefts, and as ther 
uo mention of their total immerflon, but ex} 
mention of their partial walhing ; we may, ' 
great probability, conclude, that his baptifm wa 
3ie application of water to 2Lpart of his body.* 

But though he had been waftied by imi 
fion, this would no otherwife be an argument 
iQimeriion now, than as an inftance of the ufe oi 
word baptize y becaufe his baptifm was a diffe 
thing from that which he afterwards inftitutec 
And ^ it appears highly probable, that his bap 
was a j^^r/^/ waihing, it was an example inf 
of ouf opinion, that baptifm does not fignify a 
immerjiqn ; but may properly be performed by p 
ing or fprinkjing water on a part of the body. 

Aqaik, Aft. 8. 38. They (Philip and 
Eunuc;h) went down both into the watery am 
bapti^d him^ and they came up out of the wate 
This paflage is thought to favor immerfion : 
iJt Dp mpre proves that the Eunuch was covered ' 
water, tha^ that PhfHp was ; for one is faid t( 
wto (he water, as much as the other. They m 

I 

* Thcl^ver in which the priefh were wafhcd was a poi 
▼efiel of ^ra&, (landing on a fiBgle foot, andaot of fu£cient caj 
lor Uieimiocrfioa of a human bodj:. 
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be fald to go into the water, if tlicy only ftept into 
the edge of it. The words do not neceffarily im- 
ply even fo much as that ; for the particles render- 
ed into and out of^ very often fignify no more than 
to znd from ; as where Chrifl bids Peter, go to the 
fea arid cajl his hook — ^and where the ^leen of the 
South is (aid to come from the utmojl parts of the 
earth. Now no man flippofes, that Peter plunged 
himfelf /77/0 the fea ; or that the Queen of the South 
crept oxxifrom under ground ; and yet the Greek 
particles here rendered to and from are the fame, 
which in the cafe of the Eunuch are rendered into 
and out of All therefore that we can conclude 
from this paffage is, that they went down from the 
chariot to the water, there Philip baptized him, 
and then they returned : But in what manner he 
baptized hhn, we can no more learn from this pat 
fage, than from any other in the bible. But if the 
accounts of ancient and modem writers are true, 
he could baptize him only by pouring or fprinkling 
water on him ; for they fay, that in the f)lace here 
mentioned, nothing more than a fmall fpring can 
be found. 

It is faid, Mark i . 5. They were baptized of 
^ohh in the river of "Jordan. Hence fome have 
concluded that they were plunged in the river. But 
this is ayZ?r<r^^conclufion. Chrifl fays to the blind 
man, whofe eyes he had anointed with clay. Go 
wafh in the pool of Siloam.* Here the phrafe of 
walhing in the pool^ intends no more than wafhing 
his eyes with the water of the pool. And with e- 
equad propriety JohrCs hearers may be faid to be 

baptized 

Job. 9. 7. 
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baptized in Jordan^ \( oxAj fome oi \hit water of th« 
riycr ^?s poured on xhtvc faces. 

We read John 3, 23, that John baptized in 
Enon becaufe there was much water there. It is 
aiked, 'Why (hould he chufc a place ^abounding 
with water to baptize in, if he did not baptize by 
immerfion ?' I anfwer, Thcfe words {fiolla 
udatd) rendered much water^ properly fignify 
many waters^ and may be underftood of various 
riviJets or fprings, which, travellers fay, are the 
only waters there to Be found, and not any large 
collefiions convenient for immerfion. If John bap- 
tized only by qffufion^ a confiderable quantity of 
water would be ncceffary to baptize fuch multi- 
tudes, as went out to him from Jerufalem^ and all 
jfudea^ and all the region round about Jordan.'-r^ 
Yea, though ever fb few of them had been baptiz- 
ed, there was good reafon why he (hould chufe a 
place to preach in, that was well fupplied with wa- 
ter ; for the multitudes that attended on his 
preaching, in the wildernofs, at a didance from 
their home$, would qeed much water for their r^* 
frelhment. It is by no means fuppofeable, that 
fuch numbers could, here in the defart, be provided 
with change of apparel proper for immerfion ; and 
furely, in fuch a numerous and mixed affembly, they 
were not baptized naked. The circumftances of 
the cafe therefore lead us to fuppofe, they were 
baptized by qffufton. 

We read. Aft. 2. Of three thoufand bapltij- 
cdj ia only part of a day ^ at the feaft of pentecoft. 
It Cfinnot rationally be thought, that thefe were 
pliinged. There does not fe^ to have been time 

for 
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for It ; nor is it fikcfy they had change of raiment, 
as they came to the feaft without any expeftation of 
fiich an occafion ; nor is it probable, they could be 
acconunodated there with any convenient place for 
immerfion. If there were baths fufficient for the 
purpofe in the temple, yet it is very incredible, that 
the priefts and officers of the temple fhould be wil- 
ling to accommodate the Apoftles with them, in or- 
der to initiate thefe converts into a religion, which 
they were endeavoring by all means to fuppr^fs. 

When we read of whole families baptized in 
their houfes, particularly of the Jai/or and his fam- 
ily baptized at home, and at midnight too, in the 
iame hour in which he believed, we cannot think, 
that a fuflfciency of water, and other conveniences 
for a decent immerfion, could be procured on fo 
fiidden an occafion. 

When Cornelius and his friends received the 
gofpel, Peter alks, not whether any man could hin- 
der them from going to a fountain or river ; but 
whether any man could forbid water ^ i. c. hinder wa- 
ter from being provided, that they fhould not be bap-^ 
iized /* 

Faul feems to have been baptized in the 
Houfc of Judas. There Ana^iias found him, de- 
livered his meflagc to him, and laid his hands on 
him ; And he received fight forthwith andarofe and 
*was baftized.f 

It is worthy to be remarked, that though 
we read of baptifms in various places, yet we have 
no account of any perfon's going from the place 
where he was, in order to be baptized in a fountain 
or river. They who wei^ baptized in dreams and 

natural 
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natural collcftions of water, are fuch as were found 
abroad, either in the wildernefs, or on the road, 
when they firfl: difcovered their defire to be bap- 
tized. 

IV. It now remains, that we confider, what 
was the ufage of the primitive Church, upon 
which our brethren lay great weight in this contro- 
verfy. 

The author of the letters fays, * The whole 
chriftian church, for 1300 years fucceffively from 
the time of the Apoftles, underftood by baptifra, 
immerfion^ and fo praftifed ; Sprinkling bemg only 
permitted on extraordinary occafions.^ This argu- 
ment he often, t-epeats, and depends much upon, as 
do mod of the advocates for immerfion : for they 
reckon, that the early practice of the Church in this 
matter may fliew, what was the praftice of the A- 
poftles, becaufe it is not likely, the apoftolic prac- 
tice would be early and generally difufed. 

The truth is. The manner of baptizing a- 
mong the ancients was looked upon circumftantial, 
and no way effential to the validity of the ordi^ 
nance. In the times near the Apoftles, immer- 
fion was much prafticed, but never afferted to be 
neccffary : Far from this ; fprinkling was exprcff- 
ly allowed, and frequently ufed, efpecially in cafes 
of infirmity, hafte, or want of water or other con- 
veniences. This the Author himfelf concedes, • 
that from the Apoftles times for 1300 years, 
'* fprinkling was permitted on extraordinary occa- 
fions.' Cyprian (who wrote within about 150 
years of the Apoftles) fpeaking of fprinkling, fays, 
/ in the facrament of falvation (i. c. baptifm) when 

neceflity 
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neceility compels, theyZ^or/^ ways .of tranfafting 
divine matters, do, by God's gface, confer the 
whole benefit/ And it may not be impertinent 
to obfcrve, that the ancients, who prafticed ini- 
inerfion, did iifually, after the body had been plung- 
ed, apply water to the face. So far therefore as 
the practice of the ancients is of weight, it proves 
all that we contend for. Wc do not fay, immer- 
fion is unlawful, or a meer nullity : We fay, it is 
not ncceflary, but affufion is fufEcient and agreea- 
ble to the divine word. And fo faid the ancient 
church- 

1 HOPE what has been offered is fuffifcient t'd 
juftify the mode of baptifm admitted in our* church- 
es, arid to fatisfy all, who have received baptifm in 
this mode, that they have no need to feck immer- 
fion. The queftion concerning the mode is really 
of fmall importance in itfelf, afid nothing but 'the 
controverfy about it has made it bthetwife. • IfouF' 
baptifm is treated as a nullity, it is of importance (o 
fatisfy our minds : And jif any have been thrbwri^ 
into doubts, 1 hope, the confideratioflof what'- his 
been faid, will give them fatisfaflion* • ^ '-■ 
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PART 11. 



DISCOURSE, il. 

I COME now to the fccpnd part , o 
my defign^ which is to viiidiaitc the ri^i of Infant 
to baptUhu 

The method in which I fhall proceed is Si 
follows. I fliall firft confider the ufual objedlion 
agaioft infant-bap tifm.^ — Next produce our argu 
xnents in viodicatiou of it. — ^Then briefly touch up 
on the reafooablenefe and ufefulnefs of it. — Aftc 
wh'ch I (hall give a Ihort view of thcpraflice of th< 
chujxh fo<Mi attcr the Apoftics. — And then by waj 
of conduiion ihall fiiew the abfurdity of feparation 
in churches on account of differences reQ)e£lin{ 
baptifm. The unwarrantablenefs of rebaptiza 
tion, &c 

I. I WILL diftindly confider all the materia 
objefiions of our bretliren againfl: infant baptifm, a 
I coUeA them from their writers, and particulari; 
from the author of the letters before mentioned. 

X. It is (aid, ^ ChriQ: has fully and plaini; 
declared his mind about baptifm ; and becaufe h 
has not ccmnumded the baptifm of infants, he ha 
virtually /^toifen it.' 

Now though it (hould be allowed, that ther 
U no exfrefs command, yet if we can find a virtual 
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€onfequeniial command for it, that, I trufl, will be a 
fufficient warrant : Otherwife what warrant ftall 
we have to admit females to the Lord's fuppcr ? 
To obierve the firft day of the week as holy ? To 
maintain public worfhip ? Tbefe and many other 
things, arc no where enjoined, in fo many worcU^ 
but yet can clearly be (hewn to be agreeable to the 
will of God. What command have our brethren 
to juftify their praftice ? Where is the paflagc, 
which tells us, that baptifm mufl be confined to the 
adult ; and infants, though formerly admitted to 
the feal of the covenant, muft now be admitted no 
more ? They can find nothing of this fort. But, I 
trufty it will appear, that there is what may proper- 
ly be called a command for our practice. If that 
pafifage in Ifaiabj Lo^ Ihavefet thee for a light H 
the Ueniites^ was a command to the Apoftles, to go 
and preach to the Gentiles, as it is faid to be ^* 
then the direAion given to Abraham, our Father, 
to affix the token of the covenant to his infant4eed\ 
the commifiion given to the Apoftles to difcipfe M 
natUms baptizing them ; and the exhortation of P^ 
ier^ be baptizid-^for the promife is to you and your 
ebildren^ are commands to admit infants to baptUin ; 
as we (hall endeavour to j(hew hereafter. 

a. It is objefted, • that in all the hiftory of the 

• New Teftament there is no example of infant-bap- 

• tifm ; but the baptifms we have an account of, 

• are the baptifms of profeflfed believers/ 

But if there is no exprefs mention of infant-bap« 
tifm, yet we cannot hence conclude, it was never 
prafiifcd ; any more than we can conclude, that 
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fomc whole churches ^crc formed \^ithout any 
baptifrfc at nil, becaufe it is no where faid, they 
Were taptii'.ed".*. if a plain dire«St example be infifl"- 
cd upon, our brethren mull certainly give up their 
notion of bapiifm ; for ihcy can find no example in 
their favor, whatever we can ; as will be trvident. 
If we only confider what is the queftiou between 
us. . It is not, whether adult profely tes fliould be 
baptized ? JBut whether the infants of profeffed be- 
lievers fhcrcfM be baptized ? There are, it is true, 
inftances enough of the baptifm of adults, who had 
ieen converted from yudaifm or Paganifm : But 
yhe/e are noching to the point ; for we allow bap- 
[iim to all adult believers, who have not been bap- 
tized in infancy. And the Apoftles' baptizingy«rA 
is no argument, that they did not baptize infants, a- 
;,any more than our raiflionaries* baptizing adults a- 
mong the natives, is an argument, that t&ey do not 
l)aptize infants. The queftiou is merely this ; arc 
the infants of baptized believers to be admitted to 
baptifm ? Or to be rcjefted? If you fay, they mufl 
be rejefted and fuffered to grow up before they are 
l)aptizcd ; I alk, Wliere is your example ? Did the 
Apdftles refufe to baptize fuch ? Or among the a- 
dults whom they baptized, do you find any that 
were bornof ehriftian parents ? The hiftory of the 
Afts contains a period of above thirty years, and 
the New Teftament, a much longer period. There 
was time enough for two or three generations of in- 
fiants to grow up to adult age. We have all along 
accounts of baptifm. But it is remarkable, that in 
all this ttme^ there is no intimation, that any one of 
the children of the early believers was baptized af- 
ter he grew up; or that anyone of thdfe -adults 
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wh<imVhe Apoftlcs baptized, was bom of believing 
parcDts. It is plain then, there is not one example^ 
whidi in the lead, favors the opinion of our breth 
ren, which is this^ That the children of kelievers 
muji he left tegraw up hefere tbey are haftized. They 
aik, ^ Is it not a little Urange, that wc no where 
find children mentioned, if it were the Apoftles' cuf- 
torn to baptize them with their parents ?' And I 
aflc ; is it not very ftrange, that we no where find 
the children of believers baptized after they gre^ 
up, if it was the Apoftles' cuflom to leave them un- 
baptized till they grow up ? There is no example of 
this kind. Bat, we think, we have examples, and 
juft fuch examples in favor of our prafiice, as we 
ihould have, upon fuppofition, the Apoftles did bap- 
tize children with their parents. 

Let us fuppofe infants were baptized : And 
what account fiiould we have of it ? Would the 
hiftory tell us, fuch an infant by name of fuch an 
age, and fuch an one of fuch an age, was baptized ? 
No : This rainutenefs could not be cxpeAcd con* 
ceming infants, who are feldom known, by their 
names or ages, out of the families, to which they 
belong. All wc could expeft to be told is |lii$ ; 
fuch a man was baptized and his family— fuch a 
woman and her houfehold. And this we are told ; 
Stephanas*! houlhold, Lydia and her houfhold, the 
y^lor and ail his were baptized ; which are plain 
examples of families baptized upon the faith of 
their refpeAive heads ; as lihall ihew more fully 
hereafter. 

3. It is argued, ^ that faith and repentance are 
the conditions of baptifm ; infants are not capable of 
thcfe, aad therefore not capable of baptifou ' 
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But as veil might our bretliren fay, * Faith *antl 
rcpeiit'ance arc conditions of falvatioii, and thcrfcrc 
infants^ being lilcapabic^ of thqfe ciniidt be ftived,* 
It is" ciprclsly faid, ffc tLat bsHczrth iwtjkall bf 
danihei. It is no where faid, He that believeth not; 
or repentelh'no't, Ihall not be baptized. Faith and 
repentance are required on feveral particular occa- 
^ons, when baptifm was to be adminiftcred to adult 
perfoftS ; biit \V'6 find no general rule j^ivcn to ex- 
clude frolW baptifm fuch,as.^re incapable of faith 
;and repentance. Our "brethren wiH not exclude in- 
puts from falvation, upon the 'authority of ihofc 
texts, which make faith the condition of it ; and 
fu'rely,. if they will be confiftent with themfclves, 
they caimot exclude them from baptifm, upon the 
authority of thofe texts; which make faith th^ ccn- 
diticii of '/Jjat ; cfpecially finc'e thefe text's plainly 
T^efpcft rfdult profelytes. lilYitfuch mull: j)rofers 
their faitji we allow. Hut the rtpoftblic practice 
ihews, that upon their profeiSon, not only theyj but 
their hojjjholds alfo fnould be baptized ; as under 
the ancient difpeniaticnj' when a Gevfile became a 
^^rofelyte, n^t only he himfelf, but alibis male chii- 
<fre# were circlimcifed. ' : 
"' . TLTie ihftsfnccs iti which faith, or repentance is en- 
jc)incd"i^r^'?oufly to baptifm; are only when adiilt 
•pcrfons criquirM what was neceffary for .thcnM*ves* 
•The qtcfiipn \vas not ronccming the qualincation. 
*for baptifm in ^^?^;yj?/ ; but what was requifitc" ifx 
iheir cwn cafe. ^ \Vhat (hall we do V — * Wha« 
hinders me to bebapiized r* The Apoftlcs anfw' 
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fhat a profefEon of feith and repentance is ncccfla- 
ry to the baptifm of adults, which none deny ; but, 
in no degree affeft the right of infants. 

Faith X9ZS as much required under the Old TeC 
tament in order to circumcifion, as it is under the 
new in order to baptifra ; but ftill infants were cir- 
curacifed. The gentile profclyte was not admitted 
to this rite, till be profcffed his faith in the God 
of Ifracl J neither was the adult Jew. During the 
forty years that circumcifion was ititcrmitted in the 
wiHemefs, a new generation came on the Huge. 
Thefc were circumcifcd foon r\fter they paflcd over 
Jordan.* But previoufly to this, they had folcmn- 
ly avouched the Lord to be their God. Now bc- 
caufe faith was a pre-requifite to the circumcifion 
of adults, fhall we conclude that no infants were cir- 
cumcifed ? This vvould be contrary to known faft.' 
But this conclufion would be as juft: as the other, 
wbtcb determines agaiiift the baptifin of infants, 
fir<;aufe a profeffion of faith was required in prbfc< 
Ivtes. The truth is, all arguments drawn from 
Ipecial and particular cafes, are impertinent to an 
cnqutry concerning a general rule of praftice. 

The. author of the letters lays particular weight 
upon that paflaje, i. Pet. 3, 21. TAe likejlgure. 
whereuntOj (rjcn baptifm^ doth nowjfa*ue us,- not fh^ 
putting aivcty the filth oftheflejk^ kut the dnjwer rf a 
good cofifcicnce towards Gcd: ' Here/ he fays, * fiich 
' a condition of baptifm is required, as infants arc 

* not capable of. The filth of their flefti may be 

* put' away : But how fhall they anfw^r the good 
' confcience ?' But it fbould bf obfcrved, thaf the 

, :- / - aniwcr 
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anfwer of a good confcicncc is midc the coadidot 
tJLfalvaiim : Not of baptifm. He might therefore 
rather have faid, fuch a coiiduioa oijalvation is re- 

3 aired as infants are not capable of. This is a eon- 
ition of faWation and baptifm too io adults, but of 
neither in infants, who are not yet moral agents* 
The Apoftle fays, Circumcifion is that of the htart ; 
but fureiy he did not mean, that yews were incapa- 
ble of the flefhy circumcifion, until they were capa- 
ble of profefHng the circumcifion of the heart. Bap* 
tifm, which is externally the putting away the filth 
rftbejlejby^xgxixfits our obligation to anfwer a good 
confcience toward God. This obligation immediate- 
ly takes place with refpeA to all, who are mora! a- 
gents, and with refpe^ to infants, >\hen they be- 
come Tuch. Here is then no argtmient againfi the 
baptifm of infants. 

Let us fee if there be not a plain argumentj^r it. 
The ApofUe is here fpeaking of the prefcrvatibn of 
Noah and his family in the flood by means of the 
ark. The Apoille to the Hebrews fays. By faith^ 
Noah J pr^redan ark to the faving of his houfe. 
It was by NaahV faith, that his family was brought 
into the ark, smd preferved in the flood. The like 
fiffire wbereuntOy even baptifm^ doth now fave us. 
Where is the likenefs ? Plainly here. As Noah by 
fiiith prepared an ark, by which his houfe was fay- 
ed ; fo the faith of the chrifiian parent brings his 
£unily within the privileges of the covenant. Sal- 
vation came to Zaccheus^s houfe, is confequence of 
kis believing. Tbey enjoyed fome fpectal privileg- 
es on account of hisfuih* 

4. We read, AA. 8. 5. that when the Samari* 
ions ielteved PhUiff preoMs^ the tbiagt emermng 
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the kingdom of God, they were bapthcdboth men and 
"Women* Upon this our author obfervcs, ' The 
hiftory is fo particular as to mention both ?nen and 
women, but there ftops. — Had the facrcd hillorian 
been a litrle more explicit and faid, men^ women and 
children, if the faft were really fo ; it would have 
prevented much doubt and controverfy/ 

In anfwcr to this, it is fufficient to lay ; as the 
fcal of the covenant under former difpcnfations had 
been affixed only to males, fo there was good rea- 
fon, why the hiftorian fhould be fo particular, as 
to mention both men and women, u e. males and fe- 
males, (for thefe terms are in fcripture applied to 
pcrfons of all ages) that it might appear, that the 
covcnant-feai was, for the future, to be affixed to 
perfons of hoihfexes. But as the feal had always 
been applied to clnldren, there was no occafion for 
his being io explicit, as to fay, men^ women and chiU 
dren, if the faft were really fo ; for children's right 
to the covenant- token had not then been madcf a 
qucftion ; and they who knew the immemorial 
and univerfal ufage of admitting jfewijh infants by 
circumcifion, and the infants of Gentile profelytes 
by baptifm, did not need to be inftrufted, that in- 
fants were entitled to baptifm under the chriftian 
difpenfation. They muft naturally fuppofe it, un- 
Icfs exprefsly told the contrary. 

5. It is urged by fome, * that Jefus Chrift, who 
came to be our example, was baptized at adult age, 
and that we ought to imitate him herein.* 

But his example is no more an argument againft 
i^ant baptifm, than againft all baptifm under the 
age of thirty years ; for this was bis age, when he 
was baptized, - thpngh he was ceftainly capable rf 
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underftandiog the nature of bapttfm before he was 
twelve. Do our brethren think, that all are bound, 
in imitation of Chrift, to live, unbaptized, twenty 
years after they arrive to the age of underftand- 
ing ? 

The objeftion before us is founded in the fup- 
pofition, that the baptifm which Chrift received, 
was the fame, in its nature and defign, with that 
which he himfelf afterwards appointed. If it was 
a different thing, no argument can be drawn from 
it in the prefent queflion. If it was the fame, then 
it at once removes the principal objedion againfl the 
baptifm of infants, taken from their incapacity for 
faith and repentance. For Jefus was as incapable 
of faith in a mediator and repentance of luiy as in* 
fants are ; though from a different caufe. 

But, as I have before fhewn, Chrift's baptifm 
was his public inauguration into his miniffary, and 
therefore is impertinently adduced to difprove the 
baptifm of infants. When we are a/ked, why 
Chrift was not baptized in his infancy, it is fu&- 
cient to anfwcr, becaufe he did not take on him his 
public minifby in his infancy. To argae, that be« 
' caufe Chrift was publicly confecrated to his priefl- 
hood at the age of thirty years, therefore none 
(hould be given to God by baptifm in their childr 
bt)od, is an inconclufive way of reafoning. 

Let it, however be obferved, that, though he 
was not baptized in infancy, yet he was dedicated to 
God, by fuch rites as were then in ufe. He wa^ 
clrcumcifed on the eighth day ; and on the fortieth 
day, he was brought by his parents into the tcxor 
pie, and there presented to God, according to the 
law, which required^ that every firft-bom male 

OiouU 
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fiiould be holy to the Lord. This example (he^s, 
that parents ought publicly to dedicate their chil- 
dren to God in his appointed way ; and, fince bap- 
tifin is now the appointed ceremony of dedication, 
it (hews, that they fiiouId prcfcnt their children to 
him in baptifin.* 

6. The 

^ If it coold be proved, which certainly it ocTer can, that John 
baptised only adults, yet no argument could henee be deduced a- 
gainft the right of infamt to baptifm under the gofpel difpecfatit-o ; 
for the baptifm which John admtniftered, was not properly cUrlfUdin 
biptiixn. 

Though before Chrift's time, baptifm w at in vie among the 
Jews, yet it was not made the only initiating fcal of the covenant, 
until after hit refurre^on. 

John was fen t to preach the baptifm of repentance for the re- 
Biffioa of (ins, and thus to prepare men for that new difpcnfatioa 
ef Ood^ kingdom, which was not yet come, but was then at hoMd^-^ 
Chrift infti toted his baptifm after this difpenfarion was come. 
JjDhn's baptiim matertaliy difiered from this. The baptifm, which 
Cbrift inftituted was, in tb* namt tftbt Father, •/ the Son, and ^ the 
Holy Ghofl. John did not baptize in the name of the Htly Cbofi ; 
Sot fome who had received his baptifm, confefTed thafc ibty Isd not 
fimmclas btord, nbetbtr ibtrt wereoMy Holy Ghoft. He did not bap- 
tise in the name of ibe 8*m, or in the fiiith, that J^w «mw ib€ CbriJI ; 
but wib tie baptifm •frtpti^taacttfajimg to tbt ptoflt^ that tbtyJbnU be 
Ktmt m bhm ^bo^ouhl tome after bim ; tbat is, on J^us Cbrif. Nor did 
be baptise into Cbrif% deatb^ for this event had nut then taken place. 
Had John taught that Jefus of Nazareth was the Chrift, and bap- 
tised the people in hit name* and iuto this faith, they would not 
bare wmfed in tbehr bemrttt mrbetber Jobn were tbe Cbrifi ; nor have afie- 
ld him, fFby baftiueft tbem, if tbaa art a9t fb* Cbrif f Nor would Je» 
fitt have cautioned hi« difciplet, to teli no man, tbat be ^^0% tbe Cbrifi, 
tM after bis refurreSiem. Joha*t baptifm was dcfigncd to prepare me« 
tot the faith in Cbrift, when he (hould be made manifeft to Ifrael. 

But what is decifive in the cafe is, that fome who bad received 

ett'sbaptifm, were ir^/rnn/ar^ baptized in the name of tbe Lord 
la. 
Among the many thoufands from ^ali Judta and Jerufalemj to 
whom Peter preached on the day of pentccoft, it cannot be doubt- 
«dv tbat there were multitudet, who had been baptized by John ; 
ftr tbere ^vemt mt ta bim airtbe land of Jadeat and tbey of Jeruftdem^ and 
#lf Ae regioM ronad about yprdan, and ware baptined cf bim* And yct 
Vetcr (ayito them, without dtftimftiob, B^petft and be baptixed^ every 
«De of y 0U| 10 the name of Jcfui Chrift. 

ASL 
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6. The incapacity of children for the ends of 
baptifm or for any benefit from it, is often urged 
as an argument againfl their bein^j baptized. 

But really the queflion is. Whether there be 
any divine warrant for their baptifm ? If there in, 
it becomes us to praftifc accordingly, and not to 
arraign the wifdom of God. That there are fome 
rational ends to be anfvvcrcd by infant baptifm, 
and that it is a gracious and beneficial inftitution, 1 
truft, will appear under another head, where this 
objeftion will receive a full anfwer. In the 
mean time it may fuffice to obferve, that infants are 
now as capable of the ends of baptifm, as they 
were anciently of the ends of circumcifion. They 
may be brought into covenant with Goi — may 
have privileges made over to them — may receive 
the feal and token of privileges — may be laid 

under 

An inflance dill more plain we have in the l>cginning of the 
19th Ch. of Adts. Paul finding at Ephefus twelve difciples, faid to 
them, H JVC ye received the Holy Gboji Jince ye believed f Aud they faid" T 
tuhim, fVehave not fo much as heard ivbether there beany H^ly Gbt^j-^ 
And he faid to them, Unto what then lucre yeba/>fixed ? And they faid,**^ 
U/ito Jobn^s bcpttfm. Then faid Paul^ ^^'h* verily bapitxed ivith thi 
baptifm of repentance^ faying unto the people^ that thty fhould believt -on hin, 
•wbofiould come after Limy that is, on Jcfus Chrifl. IVben they bear^"^ 
thisyibey tvere Liptixedin the name of the Lord ypfus. And when Pavl had 
laid bis hcndn on them^ the Holy Ghcfi eamaufon tbem^ lufc, 

■ Pf^bin they beard thitj they tvere baptized in the name of the Lord 
yefits. The meaning cannot be, that when the people heard 
John, they were by him baptized in the name of the Lord Jr/us-i be- 
caufc then it will follow, that Paul laid his hands on all lh<f people 
whom John baptized ; for they, who are here faid to be haptittedj arc 
evidently the pel fons on whom Paul A/r'i/ lis bamd». But the fcnfe 
muft be, that when thcfc twelve difciples who had been baptized by 
John, now heard Paul, they were baptized by him. It follows then 
that John's baptifm, being neither in the name of Chrift,nor of the 
Holy Ghoft, was diflfentnt from that which Chrift inflitutcd ; aod 
no arguments can be drawn from the former, to determine the mode, 
or fubjedls of the latter ; nor can the repetition of cbriAiaa bap- 
tifai be juQiiied from this example of PauL 
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lader obligations io obey the gofpel, as the Jewip 
tifants by circumciiion became debtors to obey the 
4w-T-rand niay betonie fnUjefts of that juftification 
bFough-Chrift's, blood, ,that .renovation of the 
ipirit, and title.to. eternal life, which are fignified 
ind reprefcnted in baptifm. 

I have now given you a view of all the material 
irguments, which are brought to difprove infant 
baptifm. And what has been faid in anfwer to 
tbcra is, I think, fufficient.to fliew, that they have 
no real weighr. The way ;is now prepared to 
bring forward our arguments in vindication of this 
point, which was the fecond thing propofed. 

II. We will here take a diftinft viewof theprin- 
3pal arguments ia defence of the right of believer's 
nfants to baptifm, and endeavour to eftablifli them 
igainft the cavils of our opponents, and particu- 
arly the author of the letters before mentioned. 

I. Our firft argument Ihall be taken fi'om the 
4brahamk covenant together with the Apo(lle*s 
explanation of it. 

- In the lyth chap, of Gen. we find, that God 
iiade a covenant with Abraham and his feed, into 
i^ich his infants were exprefsiy taken, together 
with himfelf, by the fame rite and token. This 
xvenanjt conoprehended not only his natural feed, 
^t the ftf anger who was not of his feed. It was 
Kfpiritual covenant* The capital protnife of it was 
^ will be ^ -God to thee and thy feed after thee. — 
this w;is the fame covenant, which now fubfirts, 
^lyl m?hkh we are now under in this gofpel-age, as 
^ ApoiUe^^^Cprefsly teaches u^ in the 4th chap. 
tQiRofQ* and;,^d diap. tq Gal. where he argues 
fttim tlifi coy cflaW; with. ytfAr^^w, to (hew the na- 
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tiirc and cxlciit of the gofpel-covenant. He tcfi 
fies, that all bclicycrs under the gofpcl, whetb 
yews or Gentiles^ aire the fpiritual feed of Abrahaj. 
and confequently heirs^fthe prom\fevci2At to him- 
that the covenr.nt made with Abraham was confirf. 
ed of God in Chrifi — that the law which was give 
afterwards did not difannul the covenant, or vaca 
the promife — that the gofpel was preached to j 
Iraharriy in that promife of the covenant with hir 
/;/ thee p. all all nations be blejfed — that the bleiBn 
o^ Abraham is come upon the Gentiles throug 
Chrift — that the promife made to Abraham is fu3 
to all the feed, not only to that which is of tl 
law, but to that alfo which is of the faith of Abn 
ham^ who is the father of us all, as it is written, 
have made thee a father of many nations — that the 
vvho are of faith are the children of Abraham^ an 
to Abraham and his feed were the promifes nudc-^ 
and mudi more to the fame purpofe. 

Now if we are the feed of Abraham^ for whoi 
the covenant with him was eftablifhed, and are fti 
under the fclf-fame covenant, then the fame priv 
leges that were herein granted to him, belong t 
us. One grant of that covenant was, that infan 
fhould be received with their parents by the fair 
fign and feai ; and therefore we, as. the feed < 
Abraham^ may claim this privilege for our infant 
Yea, God not only allowed, but commanded^ thj 
thq appointed token of the coveucWit fhould be » 
fixed to every male child vifho was not under eigl 
days old. Here then is a plain command given % 
Abraham our father, and coiifequeqtly to us h 
children, to apply the token of this 'i^ toves\m\ 
v^hkh we are now under, to our idtot^eed^ Tb 

oalf 
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only qudlion is, -whether there be now any token 
of the covenant ? Had circumcifion been continu- 
ed, none could doubt but infants were dill fubjeAs 
of it by virtue of the command given to Abraham^ 
unlefs they would expunge the 4th chap, to Rom* 
and 3d to GaL Circumcifion has ceafcd. But 
has ChriA appointed any token of the gofpel cov- 
enant ? Baptifin is certainly fuch. Tins then is to 
"be applied -tb the fame fubje^s as /ii^/^/ was. If there 
was an exprefs command to affix the covenant feal 
to infants in Abraham^ s time, and the covenant flill 
remains. ; then the covenant-feal, whatever it is, 
ought to.be affixed to infants now, unlefs the com- 
mand has been repealed. The change of the feal 
makes no change of ihcftibje^l. There muft be a 
command to warrant our rejecting the old fubjell^ 
as well as to juftify our dropping the oldfeaU if 
our brethren afk. Why we have difcontinued cir- 
- camciiion, and now make ufe of baptifm ? We 
anfwer, Chrift has fo commanded. Let them pro- 
duce as good authority for affiscing this new feal of 
the fame covenant to believers only^ and not to their 
children, and we will comply with them. Wc 
demand of them to fhew us fame plain, pofitive or- 
der of Chrift to deny the feal of the covenant to 
thofe fubjeAs, to whom it was firft ordered to be 
applied. Until fuch order appears, we boldly af- 
firm, that the old command remains, and to aA in 
difobedience to it is prefumption. 

Ta evade the force of this argument, our breth- 
ren afr€rt,.that ' the chriftian church is an inflitu- 
tion entirely new ; a ftrufture erefted on a new 
foundation, diftinft from, and unconnefted with 
the foundation of the patriarchal and jewifli 
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church ;' for they eafify fee, that if the chriftran 
church is the ancient church, continued under the 
fame covenant which was made in ancient times, 
then the admiffion of children with their parems 
into this church, will ftand fecure on the foot of 
the former inftitution. It may not therefore be 
improper to purfue our prefent argqmcat a little 
farther. 

The foundation of the ancient church is, the 
difcovery ofGocTs mercy to fallen wen throt/gh- a re* 
deemer. This difcovery was firft made to Adana in 
the fentence on the tempter j and afterward more 
fully to Abraham in the promife ah-eady* mention- 
ed. Thh God cxprefsly calls hheverla^irtg cove-, 
nant. 7/jis is always confidered by Mofcs and the 
prophets, as the ground on which the faith ' and 
hope of the Jewiflb church refted. Mofes fays,* 
* Ye ftand alLof you before the Lord^ your wi'ues 
and little ones, that thou fhouldft enter into cove- 
nant with him, that he may be a God to thee, as be 
hathfworri to Abraham. The prophet Jeremiah^f 
foretelling the gofpeldifpenfation, defcribcsit.byan 
allufion to the covenant with Aliraham, which be 
dlftinguifhesfr.)m the covenant of peculiarity jnade 
with the Jews at Sinai, when they came out .of E- 
gypt. Uhe apoftle to the Hebrews \ applied the 
prophet's defcription to the gofpel-ftate. The old 
covenant, which, he fays, was decayed and ready 
tovanifh, is not the covenant with Abrnham \\&iyc 
this he calls the covenant which God would . ihake 
in the latter days, or would explicitly renew; iu^tbe 
gofpel time, promifing, / ivill be their Cod ;. bjit 

, the-: 

* Dcut. 39. t Chap, 31. 31. i Chap; 8. : 
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the old covenant, which was to vaniCi away, no 
more to be renewed, is the ceremonial covenant, or 
that which God made with the Jews, w/Jen he 
brought them out of Egypt. 

When the prophets foretcl the call of the gen- 
tiles, they fpeak of them as joining themfelvcs to 
the church then fubfiding. In the 49th chap, of 
Ifaiah, God comforts Sion, the Jewifli chiirch, in 
her defpondency, with a promifc that he will never 
forfake her, but her walls (ball be continually be- 
fore him. * Lift up thine eyes round about,* fays 
her Gody * and behold 1 All thefc gather them- 
ielves together, and come unto thee. The chil- 
dren, which thou fhalt have after thou had loft the 
other, fhall- iay^ The place is too ftrait for me. — 
Then ffiialt thou fay, Who hath begotten me thcfe, 
feeitig I have loft my other children ? Thus faith 
the Lord, Behold^ I will lift up my hand to tjbie 
Gentiles — ^and they ihall bring thy fons, in their 
arms, and thy daughters ihall be carried on their 
ihoulders.'^ — ^Thc children of tbefe Gentile profe- 
fytes are called the fons and daughters of the 
churchv They are brought in the arms of their 
parents to the church * to be nurfed at her fide/ — 
Vo words caamore plainly defcribe the admiilion of 
Gentile profelytes into the very church which was . 
then in being, and the folemn dedication of their 
children,, as members of the church with them. 
Similar rcprefentations are frequent in the prophet- 
ic writings. 

The worda of our Saviour, in loth chap, of 
John, are full to our purpofe. ' Other fliecp I 
bave which are not of this fold ; them alfo I muft 
bring.' 1 muit bring them into this fold, the Jewi(h 
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church ; for what other fold was there then exift- 
ing ? * And they (hall hear my voice j and there 
fliall be one fold and one fliepherd.' 

The apoflle Peter,* exhorting the Jews to repent- 
ance, points them to the Saviour, whom the proph- 
ets foretold, and fays, * Ye are the children of the 
prophets, and of the covenant, which God made 
with our fathers, faying, In thy feed feall all the 
families of the earth be bleffed : unto you firft Cod 
hath ratfed up his fon, and fent him to bicfs you.* 

Paul, in the epiftte to the E^hefians, treats ex- 
plicitly on this fubjeft. He fays, 'Ye wcreonte 
afar off, without Chrifl, aliens from the Common- 
wealth of Ifrael, and ftrangers from the covenaiMs 
of promife. But now in Chrifl ye are made nigh. 
Chrift is our peace, who hath made both mc ^* i. e. 
hath united both Jews and Gentiles. Now there- 
fore ye are * no more flrangers and foreigners, bi-it 
felloW'Citi%em with the faints^ and of the hoyflMd 'cf 
God f-^ and are built on the foundation of the efp^flks 
and prophet Sy Jefus Chrift himfelf berng'thc ehfef 
corner ftone.* The prophets and apoftles lakl the 
fame foundation. The prophets foretold a Savioar 
to come ; the apoflles preached this Saviour alrea- 
dy come. The prediftions of the former, and' the 
dcftrines of the latter are the fame foundation, the 
comer-ftone of which is Chrift himfeif. "J'he 4- 
poftle adds, * Ye have heard of the difpenfation of 
the grace of God, that the gentiles ftiould be^r/- 
hw heirs ^ and oi the fame body ^ud partakers of his 
promife in Chrift by the gofpeh' 

The Jews, who were baptized on the day of 
pentccoft, believed that Jefus was Lord and Chrift, 

- .. on' i 
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evidence derived from the prophets ; and were 
lilted to baptifm on the foot of the pronii/l' made 
\\t\Y fathers, Ihe fame promife, which was 
foundation of the ancient church, and of which 
nracifion was, the feal, is alledged by the apof- 
IS a rcafoa for the baptifm of tliefc Chriftiaii Jews 
their children, and' as many as God Ihouldcall 
Q among the gentiles. The chriltian church here 
ds on the old foundation ; and to this churdi 
e added ihofe who, afterwards were baptized. 
n the. I ith chap, to tlie Romans the apoftle . cx- 
sly declares, that the gentile believers are graft- 
nto the fame olivs-tree frona which y^/w of the 
s, the liatural branches, were broken- off by 
elief. ' If fome of the branches, vverc brokefi 
and thou> being a wild olive, vert grafted in 
>ng them,' the branches that remained, * atid 
1 them piirtakeft of the root and fatnefs of the 
c trcre, boaft not againd the branches ; for 
X beareft not the root, but the root thee^. lliey 
c. broken off by unbelief, and thou ftandcft by 
1.' It is the fatije root, which beareth the 
iral, and the ingrafted branches. Some of the 
iral branches were broken off — not alh — The 
eying* Jews* continued ftill in the fame oki ftock, 
?hich they had before flood, ajid in which be- 
ing gentiles were ingrafted. 1 he gentiles were 
infcrced into a new ftock, a tree lately growji 
nor were believing Jews lopt off from the old 
to be inferted with gentiles mto a new one : 
the former remained in the old ftock, and the 
vc were grafted in among them^ to partiike itvh 
I of the root and fatnefs of the fan-ecUvc^ \\\vx\\ 
formcrlyjQOurifli liicm. And it is obfcryablcj 
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the G^^/ covenant, the Apoftle plainly teacht»^ 
that baptifm is now the appointed token of the 
gofpel covenant, none will deny : The confe- 
quenceis obvious ; baptifm now (lands in the place 
of circumcidon, for it is the initiating feal of that 
very covenant, of which circumcifioti was- the feal 
formerly. 

Again. The Apoftle fays, Rom. 4. 1 1. A- 
hYaham received theftgn of circtmuificn^ a feat of the 
right coufnefs of faith. It is plain from this paflage, 
that circumciiion wasia fign of fpiritual blefSo^ 
the bleffings of the covenant of grace : And n(>t 
(as fomie abftfrdly pretend) meerly afign ofworld- 
ly privileges, fitch as a right to the fend tif CtfMdr, 
a numerous ifliie, fcc. There were, it is trut, 
temporal bleffings prbmifed to Abraham and bis 
feed. But to argue from hence, that the cove- 
nant with him was a meer temporal covenant, aod 
that circumcifion was only a {tdXofhasfuch^ k as 
abfurd, as it would be to fay, The gofpel is a flicfir 
worldly inftitution, bccaufe it has the promife of tke 
life that now is, and of that which is to conHei 
The Apoftle, in this paiTage, reprcf^^ts drcum- 
cifion in quite a different light, as efpecially and 
eminently a feal of fpiritual hlcGings. — That bapt^ 
is fuchy ail allow : And therefore it comes in tie I 
room of circumciiion, and flands in the place in i 
which that once- flood. ^ ! 

Farther ; Thefe two rites, though difFercntin | 
their outwiu-d form, arc tht fame in their fpiritual '1 
ufe and fighificancy. Gircumcifion fignified ourna- ' 
tive corruption : fo does baptiftn. Gircumcifion 
pointed out the neceffity of inward purity and fpir- 
itual rcnovaiion : fo does baptifm. That rcprc- 

fented 
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ented our juftification by the blood of Chrift : fo 
Iocs this. That was a ceremony of admiffion into 
Grod's church : fo is this. That denoted men's re* 
ation to God and obligation to obey his law. 
This alfo denotes our relation to Chriit and obliga- 
:ion to obey his gofpeL 

But the apoftle puts this matter out of all doubt, 
when he calls baptifm the circumcijion of Chriji^ and 
irges chriitians being baptized^ as a reafon why 
hey need not be circmicifed. 

He fays, Col. 2. 1 1. 1 2. Te are complete in him^ 
[in Chnft) in whom ye alfo are circuTKcifed with the 
'circumcijion made without bands^ in putting off the 
body eft he Jim of the fie jh by the circumcijion ofChrifi^ 
huried with him in baptifm. The apoftle here calls 
haptifnij the circumcijion of Chriji^ or the chriftian 
inrcumcifion. But he calls it by this name without 
my propriety, unlcf* it ftands in the place of cir- 
comciiion. 

The author, whom I have feveral times mention- 
ed, labours much to evade the force of this paifage. 
He fays. By the circumcijion of Chrijl is meant, 
^ ikcfpiritual circumcifion,* or renovation of the 
heart, in di(tin£lion from ^ the literal circumcifion/ 
Bat this cannot be the meaning of the phrafe : For 
die inward fpiritual circumcifion is mentioned in the . 
preceding branch of the fentence, under the name 
^ the circumcijion made without hands. And if we 
take both phraies to fignify the, fame ; then we 
(hall make the words to run thus. Te are circum" 
afid with tbefpirkual circumcijion^ in being circtim" 
fljjSu/ by the fpiritual circumcifion. Such an unmean- 
ug repetition :aeVer dropt from the Apoftle. 

The wnlct ia)rs> ^ That to guard the Coloflians.. 
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againft the 'danger of being fcdiiccd to the obterv* 
ance of circumcifion^ the Apoftle tells . thetn/ 
'They had received they/>/>//«tf/circixmcifion— ^and 
iherefote the liieral circntticifion was not neccflary/ 
But how did this l^iritual circumcilion or internal 
renovation prove, that the literal circuracifibn was 
not neccifary ? Circumcilion ufed to be neceffary for 
good ir.cn : Why not now ? According to this in* 
tcrpretation, external ordinances arc not needful for 
true chrirtians, but only for finners. Thofe among 
the Coloffians,who were not fure they had received 
the jpiriii/al circumcifion, could not apply this, argu* 
Tftent ; and therefore, according to our author, 
rauft flill obfervc the I/fetal circumcilion. fieiides ; 
the fame argument would prove, that they need 
not be baptized ; for if they had deceived the fpir* 
i'ual wafliing of fanftillcation, what occafion was 
there for the literiil wafliin:? of baptifm ? And yct^ 
according to him, none mufl be baptized^ but aft* 
ual believers ; fo that, if we admit his cdnftruAfon 
of thepaflagc, we muft difallow of all" baptifm. 

Our author fays, * In the Apoftles days, the 
diriftians converted from Judaifm were zealous to 
incorporate circumcifion with chriftianity,— Do the 
Apoftles inftruft them, that they need notbc.fo 
tenacious of one rit^^ fince another is. appqihtcd'/« its ' 
Jlead? Such an obfervation would have beenJimch 
to thcpurpofe — but nothing can be found of it in 
their feafonings to difiuadc chriftians from cifcunif 
cifion.* . ■ • i' ; 

But the gentleman is under a great midakei 
The jfewljli converts were zealous to incor4ioi'^tet 
notmeerly circumcifion, but the whole? ceremoniai*. 
law, with chtiftianity. They conteiideditnrcircmn- 
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cifion as a rite binding to the obfcrvance of the 
whole law, without which, they imagined, chriftiani- 
ty would be incomplete. From this notion Paul 
labcws to reclaim them, and fccurc others. ,Hc 
docs not oppofc c\rc\xmc\(ion ftmply ; if he had, he 
would not have circumcifcd Timothy^ nor have ap- 
proved infant circumcifion among the jewifh believ- 
ers ; but he oppofed it, in the fcnfe above mentioned 
fis binding men to keep the ceremonial law in order 
to acceptance with God. Though he had,upon pru- 
dential reafons, circumcifed Timothy^ yet be gave no 
place to thofe who would compel Titus to be circum- 
cifcd jthat they might bring him and others into bon- 
dage to the law. Now what argument does he ufe to 
diffuade the Coloffian believers from circumcifion 
and the obfcrvance of the law ? It is this '; They 
had received bapiifm^ the chriftian circumcifion, and 
were now bound to obey the gofpel, which, being 
a complete inftitution, had fuperfeded the law. 
Thus he reafons with them in the place before re- 
ferred to. Beware left any manfpoil you through 
philofophy and vain deceit^ after the rudiments of the 
world and not after Chrifl-^for ye are complete in 
him^ and fo need not add the ritual law to his gof- 
pel : in whom ye are circumcifed — with the circum- 
€ifion tfChrift^ or chriftian cu-cumcifion, being buried 
with him in baptifm. — Wherefore if ye be dead with 
Ckrifi from the rudiments of the world; ifby.bap- 
tifm into his death ye are freed from the rites of 
the fno/aic difpenfation, why^ as though living in the 
ttY?rA/, or under that difpenfation, are ye fubjeS to 
ordinances ? You fee, that the Apoftle urges their 
baptifm into Chrift, as a reafofi why they fliould 
not be fubjeft to circumcifion, and the rites of 
the ccremoniaJ Jaw, for which the JcnH covvxrxAk.^ 
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He ufcs the very argument to diffuadc them from 
circumcifion, which this author fays, he would ufc, 
if baptifin came in its place : And therefore, by his 
own conceiCon, baptifm does come in its place. 
And if fo, then it is undeniably to be adroiniftered 
to the fame fubjefts, even the infants of believing 
parents. 

We are told,* that fome of the believing Jews 
at yerufalem were much difpleafcd, when they 
heard that Paul taught the Jews^ who were among 
the Gentiles^ that they ought not to circumcife their 
children. Would it have fatisfied fuch zealous con- 
tenders for infant circumcifion, to have told them, 
baptifin now came in the place of that ancient cere- 
mony, but yet mufl not be applied to their chil- 
dren ? This would but have provoked them the 
more. Had it not been the ufage of the apoflles to 
adnut children with their parents into covenant by 
the fame; rite, certainly the Jews^ among other ob- 
jeftions againft the gofpel, would have urged this, 
that it excluded their children from covenant priv- 
ileges. They were apt enough to make objeftions, 
and lince we find none of this fort, we may conclude, 
there was no room for any. 

That infants, under the patriarchal and tnofaic 
difpenfations, were admitted into covenant by a par- 
ticular token, is certain. It is evident, this was 
confidered as a privilege. It is allowed, that the 
gofpel confers greater privileges than former dif- 
penfations : But if children are now fhut out of 
covenant, then the gofpel, inftead of enlarging, has 
in this refpeA diminifhed our privileges. 

But fays our author, * The infeUibility of the 
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Roman church may be proved in the fame manner ; 
as thus : The people of God under the Old-Tefla- 
tnent enjoyed the benefit of infallibility. The high 
Prieft had the Urim and Thummim, by which the 
naind of God was known, &c. confequently there 
mud be infallibility in th€ chriftian church ; other- 
wife the lefs perfeft difpenfation of Mofes will have 
a great privilege beyond the chriJiianJ 

The truth is. The chrifiian difpenfation has this 
privilege far beyond the mofaic. The additional 
revelation of the gofpel difcovers the mind of God 
as infallibly, and far more fully and extenfively 
than ever it was difcovered by Urim and Thum- 
mim. — Such occajional ^xicovtti^ now are not need- 
ed, fince we have a complete^ Jlanding revelation. 

The author of the letters tells us, that circumciC- 
ion, * that 01d-Tef!ament rite, was a ufelefs^ bur- 
ihenfomey injurious ceremony, and treated as fuch 
by the Apoftles.* And hence he concludes, bap- 
lifin cannot come in its room to be adminiftered to 
iofants, as that was. But where do the Apoftles 
treat circumcifion in this manner ? Tlie ceremonial 
iaw indeed is confidercd as a yoke of bondage ; sis 
hurihenfomey not injurious^ for it would ill become 
the teachers of religion to reprefent God as injuring 
his people by his inftitutions : But circumcifion^ 
confidered as a token of the covenant, is treated as 
a great privilege.* What advantage hath the 
Jews? And what profit is there of circumcifan? 
Much every way. It was a great privilege for the 
children of ^ews to have God for their God, in 
fuch a fenfe as he was not the God of heathen chil- 
dren J to be born to the enjojrment of the orade^i 
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and ordinances of God j and to be under the care 
of parents, who were folemnly bound to bring 
them up in the knowledge and fervice of the God 
oi IfraeL And if the profit of circumcifion was 
much every way^ then the lofe by its abolition is 
viuch every way^ unlefs there be fomething appoint- 
ed in its room. 

It is often faid, • Circumcifion was applied only 
to nudes : Baptifm is defigned for both fexes, there- 
fore they arc not parallel ordinances^ nor can we 
ai^guc from the one to the other*' 

But it is certain, they are parallel in their main 
defign, as initiatipg (eals of the fame covenant. 
And females were admitted into covenant, as well 
as malesy though uo vifible token was appointed for 
them. Every firjl-bom male was to be publicly 
prefented to God in token of the obligation of the 
whole family to be holy to him ; for ifthefirfifrtuts 
be holy J fo is the lump. So the parent's dedicating 
his nudes to God by circumcifion, was a token that 
all his children belonged to God* AcccMrdingly 
God equally claims an iuterefl in children of both 
iexes, by virtue of the covenant relation of their 
parents. God fays to the Jewi/h church, Ezek. 
1 6. 7. I entered into covenant with thee, and tlmi 
hecamefl mine. And then he complains, ver. 20. 
Thou hafi taken thy fons and thy daughters, which 
thou hafi born unto me, and thefe thou ha/l facri^ 
feed. Thou ha/lflain my children. So Dent. 
29. 10. Teftand this day before the Lord — all the 
men oflfrael^ your little ones, and your wives, /Afl/ 
thoujbouldn enter into covenajit^ that he may be unto 
thee a God-^s be hathfworn to Abraham* They 
were all admitted into covenant, though the malct 
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only received the viiibic token. Bat under the 
gofpel there is no diftinftioa of male and female, 
but all are one in Chrift, the vifible fcal being affix* 
cd to one as well as the other. In this rcfpcft the 
gofpel difpenfation is more large and free th<)n the 
former, that it makes no diftinftion of naticn oxfex. 
And ilnll we think it was intended to be contraAed 
in another refpeft, by cafhicring all children^ who 
are more than half of mankind ? 

The author before mentioned tells us, that ^ chil- 
dren were admitted ta the paffover ; and hence wc 
may infer their right to the Lord's fupper ; as well us 
from their circumcifiott infer their right to baptifra.' 
It feems probable, that perfons of all ages partook 
of they&y? paiTover mentioned £xod. 12. which 
was in fonue refpe£ls lingular, and different from 
facceding paiTovers. But it appears from Luke 2. 
42. that it was not the cujlom of the feajl^ for pa- 
rents to bring their children to it, until they were 
about twtlve years old ; at which age, they might 
be able to enquire of their parents, Wbat mean ye 
bj tbisfervice ? And at this age, no doubt, many 
ve capable of underllanding the nature and end of 
&c Lord's fuprer.* 

e But 

*- * Childr<n ac the age of to, yean, were brought by their pa- 
lati to the temple : And from that time they began to eat of the 
ptflofcr and other faerifices. Hyreanus in Jofephus, B. 1:%. Chap. 
4* £iyt, The Jewifh law forbids the fon to eat of the facrifices, be- 
fofe he hys come to the temple, aqd there himfelf prefepted au of- 
Unsig to God.' (Pol.Syoop. in Bxod« xa. 26.) 

The law preferibedt that when the Jews were come itito the 

land, which God would give them, all tlieir males- fliouM appear 

before him every year at the paflbvcr^in theplacewhichheappc ioted. 

But it m added, TbtyJ^U mt afptar heftre me empty ^ htt every one ac 

ardu^U tit gift efbit band. (Deut. 16. 16. and alibi, vide. Marg.) 

The male, or men children, who were to appear b^fo^e God, 
10 Chetr appoiaCed place, to eat of the paflbver, were or!y fuch a^ 
«0ijd brin^a ^in their hand ; or prefcnt an cf&iivw^ i<^t \\v^^^.- 
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But if infants had been ufually admitted to tbe 
paflbver^ it would not in the leait weaken our ar- 
gument from circumcifion ^ for the patifoTCr was 
not a feal of the Abrahamic covenant (it bemg ap-. 
pointed more than 400 years after that covenant 
Was made) but one of the mofaic rites* Now the 
ritual law is fuperfeded by the gofpcl ; but the 
Abrahaniic covenant remains. Tbe l^ord's fnpper 
is a commemorative fign, intended to itew forth 
Chrifli's death and bring him to our remembrance. 
But baptifm is a token of admiifion to tlic vifili^e 
privileges of God's people ; and therefore infanB 
arc capable of thisy though not of the other. 

Some perhaps will afic, How could baptifm come 
in place of circumcifion, when it appears to have 
been in ufe before circumcifion, ceafed ? Let me 
a(k another queftion, How could Sohmon reign \ti 

the 

feWe«. This probably is the law to tvlrch Hyrcarius alludes. Bp, 
Patricki who was very learned in the Jewifli laws and ciiflom^, fays, 
• When children were twelve years old, their parents -were bound ttf 
bring them to the temple, at the paffover, where, feeing \7htt wat 
done in this fcftival, they would be Ird to cnijuire, what mean ye by 
this fervice ?* (Comment, in Exod. 1 2.) 

As the end of tht paffover was to perpetuate the memory of the 
deliverance from Egypt, aod as the cxprefs reafon why children 
were to attend it in the appointed place, was that thoy might be in- 
Aru^tedju that wonderful delivtrancc, parents could not view 
therofelTesat bound to bring thtir. childrtn to the fLitemchy,' be- 
fore they were capable oi enquiring and undcrflandtng whatt \«a» 
msantbyit. LruketelU u^, (Chap. 1. 4a.) that the parents of Jc* 
futwentup cve.ry year to Jerufalem at the fcafl of the pailbvcr : 
and when be was la ^ain old^ they went rp after the cvjimi »fthrjcafi. 
Their going after the cufiom ofihofeafl^ doubticfs intends their tikrng 
tjbeir fos with them, who was now 12 years old : fur it appears that 
he accompanied thtm ; ;>.nd this is the iirft time we hear of his going 
to the feftival. It may alfo be obfcrred, that \hc m^hi only .\tcne 
required to appear before God at ^he pafibver ; and Done > cflb- lAi* 
agine,that infants and fuckhngs were taken from their mothet^j xtiskt 
to be catricd to, and detained at the temple, dniirg the cjntiniuance 
of fo long a folem&ity. 
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the place of David as his fucceffor, when be be- 
gan to reign before David was dead ? There is no 
more cTiflBlculty in one qucftion, than in the 
other. Though- baptifm wat in ufe, yet it was not 
made the peculiar initiating fcal of the gofpcl-cov- 
enact until after Chrifl's refiureflion. 

It h^ been enquired, ' If bajitifni fucceeds cir- 
cumcifion, why were thofe baptized, who had al- 
ready been circuincifed ?' We aufwcr, 

i^ We think it has been proved, that both thefe 
oitliuances were iaftituted as feals of the fame gra- 
ckms covenant ; and therefore the right of infants 
to baptifm will not at all depend on the folution of 
this quedion. 

a. It is evident from the 15, and 21 chapters of 
Afts, that wf7?2t circumcifwn was praftifed, with a- 
poftolk apf)robaiion5 by the ^^^7/2^ believers in the 
Cbrtftlan church in jcrufalemjandin other church-* 
cs, by the Jews who were members of them. For 
tha'the apoftles and elders agreed, that infant cir- 
cumcifion ought not to be rtquired of Gentile be- 
lievers ; yet they allowed and approved it among 
the yfTc»(/& con verts, who, having been accullomed 
to it, and knov/ing it to have been a ufage from the 
time of Abraham, couid not at once, be perfuadcd 
to rclinquifli it for another rite. 

That infant circumcificn was not now regardcni 
by the apoftles merely as a ceremony of the Mofaic 
law, IS manifcft ; becaufe, in this view, as we have 
before fliewn, they utterly difallowed it, and ftren- 
uoufly oppofed thofe who contended for it. They 
mull therefore have regarded it, as fliat 'fcal of 
the righteoufncfs of faith,* which w^ appointed to 
AbraliaiD, and continued under the patriarchal and 
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mofaic dtfpenfatlons. In (he cbriftiam church, ic 
for a time held tlie fame place among th& Jtwifi)^ 
as baptifm held among the Gentile h^t'wc%* Hence 
it follows, that the fea^of the covenant was applied 
to the infants of believers, in the time, and with the 
approbation of the apofUes, and that baptifin fuc- 
ceeded in the place of circumciiion ; as a feal of the 
fame covenant.. 

It is no obje^on to this argument, that the apof- 
des, infome in/iancesy complied with Jewifh cuf- 
toms, for thefe compliances were only occafitmal : 
But the oUervance of infant circumcifioh amoi^ 
believing jews was general and conftant for a courfe 
of years, probably for 30 years together, and this 
under the eye, and with the advice of all the a- 
poftles.. 

They recommended to the G^«///? believers a 
charitable and pacific condefcention to their jewifh- 
brethren in mjitters, which interfered not with the 
inftitutions or do£lrines of the gofpel, particularly, 
in an abAinence from oSenfive meats, and in the 
obfervance of favorite days. But they never re- 
quired or advifed the Gentiles to conform to the 
J5?wx in fhe obfervance of the Abraham ic rite of 
ifiiant .ctrcumcifion, tho' this was a rite, of which' 
the jewifh chriflians were as tenacious as of any oth- 
er. The reafon is obvbus : The Gentile believers 
obferved another rite inflituted in its place, name- 
ly, infant baptifnu. 

. If under the chrifKan difpenfation, infant circum- 
ckion, had been, in itfelf wrong, it would not have 
been allowed to the Jewifh believers. If it had 
been, under prefent circumflances, an iiidrfferent 
ceremony, like abftlnence from meats, (having die 
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lead, and purification in the temple, it would, for 
3cac€ fake, have been recommended to the Gentile 
:)elievers. But as another ordinance was by them 
afed in its place, there would have been an impro- 
priety in their adopting this, and therefore it was 
wt required of them. 

3, It is an undeniable faft, that circtUJicifed be- 
lievers viGTt frequently^ if not generally^ received to 
fcllowfhip, in the cbriilian church, without baptifm ; 
foi: ail churches have feilowfliip with the church in 
Jerufaiem, and Jewifh and Gentile believers had 
communion in the fame churches. That Chrift^s 
firft difciples were baptized, wc have no evidence. 
That the twelve partook of the firft fupper, before 
diriftian baptifm was fo much as inilituted, is un- 
deniable ; for it is evident from Afts 19. 5* and 
the author of the letters himfelf ccmcedes, that 
*^iihrCs baptifm was not chrijlian baptifm. Now if 
circumcifiori was, in the cafe of the difciples, fuffi- 
dcnt for their admiffion to thegrcatgofpcl-ordinance 
of the fupper, then certainly it was a fcai of the 
gofpel-covenant ; and therefore the baptifm af bc- 
fevers, already circumcifed, was a matter not ofu- 
niverfal ncccffity, but only of particular expedience. 
It fcems to have taken place chiefly in the cafe of 
the Jews, who after Cbrift's refurreftion, had for 
a lime openly oppofcd the gofpel, and the fuperior 
evidence: which then attended it. Now 

4. There was a manifeft propriety in baptizing 
pm who had been circumcifed, although baptifm 
and circumcifion are fuppofed to be feals of the 
lame covenant. 

The long expefted MejQiah had now appeared ; 
a clearer difpenfation of the covenant of grace, at- 
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tended with larger proraifes and more liberal priv- 
ileges, was now introduced ; the way was opened 
for the admiiEon of a 1 nations into the church of 
God ; and baptifm was inftituted to be a feal of 
the covenant, and a badge of diftinftion between 
the church and the unbelieving world. Thongh 
circumcifion had been, and ftill might be a mark 
of difcrimination between the worlhippers of the 
true God and iddatrous heathens, yet, after the 
mftitution ofbaptifm, the former rite would not ib.^ 
clearly difcriminate between chriflians and unbe- 
lievers in general ; for unbelieving Jews would lUD, 
ufe circumcifion. It was therefore proper, that the ^ 
circumcifed Jew, when he embraced the gofpeli 
if he had before openly oppofed it, fhould (ubmit j 
to baptifm, to teftify his belief that Jefiis of Nazar- . 
cth, whom he had rejeftcd, was the promifed Met 
fiah ; that the doftrine preached by the apofUes, 
in his name, was divine ; and that the ancient dif- 
tindion of Jew and Gentile, male and female, was 
aboliihcd, and all were to become one in Cbrift* 
Had none of the believing Jews been baptized, thcic^ 
might have remained too great an appearance of 8 ^ 
diftinftion between them and gentile believers ; a 
diftinftion which, after all, many of the Jewifh chrif- 
tians were ftrongly inclined to preferve, and which 
the apoftles were no lefs folicitoiis to extinguiib. 
It was Chrift's defign, that his church (hould be, ;■ 
and appear to be one ; that, while it was diflin* " 
guiflied from the world, it (hould harmonize with ' 
itfelf, and keep a unity of fpirit in the bond of 
peace. 

Suppofe a prince, who had appointed a partic- -j 
ular uniform for his foldiers, ihould think proper, 

oa 



59 

k the introduflion of a new dilciplinc, and the 
quiiition of ne^ fubjcas, to appoint for thefe a- 
)ther uniform ; might we not expcft, that he 
ould allow, and in cafe of a rebellion raifed on 
isoccafion, would require many of \i\% former fub- 
^s to adopt the fame, that there might be no dif- 
i^on kept up between old fubjedis and new, but 
1 might become one harmonious body ? And 
ould any man, in this cafe, imagine that the new 
^cry came not in the place of the old ? Or that 
.c one had not been, as the other was now, a 
idge and token of allegiance ? — No more can 
e, on this ground, pretend, that baptifm fucceeds 
)t in the place of circumcifion. 
It will perhaps be aiked ; ' Why then ought not 
iptifm to be adminiftered on the eighth day ac- 
Krding to the law of circumcifion ?' 
Wc anfwer ; It was not cffential to the validity 
' circumcifion, that it fliould be adminiflered on 
c eighth day. It was not to be delayed 
:yond that day without occafion ; nor ought we, 
ithout occafion, to delay baptifm. But where 
rcumftances admitted not fo early an application 
* the feal, the delay was not faulty then, nor 
ould it be now. Circumcifion, indeed, might 
3t be performed earlier than the eighth day : 
It for this delay there were particular rcafons, not 
pplicable to baptifm. One reafon might be the 
ndemefs of the infant, and the weaknefs of the 
(Other, which would render an immediate opera- 
on of this kind dangerous to both. But the prin- 
pal reafon was the legal impurity of the mother 
ad the confequent impurity of the child for the 
til {even days. This reafon is exprefsly aiiigned in 

the 
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the divine law ;* Ffa wommi have botn a man child^ 
floe Jhall be unclean feven days — and on the eighth 
day he fljall be circumcifed. But as the legal impu- 
rities have ceafed under the gofpel, there is no 
fuch reafon for the delay of baptifm. 

Thus, I think, it undeniably appears, that bap- 
tifm {lands in the place of circumcifiofl, and that the 
arguments to the contrary, are futile and irapertr- 
ncnt. And if it (lands in the fame place, it is cer- 
tainly to be applied to the fame fubjefts, the infants 
of God's people. — I proceed to another argu- 
ment. 
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DISCOURSE III. 






3. 1 HE right of infants to baptifm may be dear- 
ly inferred from the words of our Saviour, Mark 
10. 14. compared with thofe^ John 3. 5. St^T 
little thildren to come to me-^for of fuch is the kingdm 
of God. — And, Except a fnan (ean mc tis, e%^ 
cept any one) be bom of water and of the Spirit^ be 
cannot enter i?ito the kingdom of God. 

By the kingdom of God muft be underftood cithaf 
the Churchy God's vifible kingdom on earth ; or 
Heaven^ his invifible kingdom above. Into the 
former we are admitted by baptifm, which is the 
fign of that fpiritual renovation, by which wc arc 
prepared .for the latter. Tbefe little children ait 

called 
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cailcd infants ; they wert brought to Chrift ; were 
taken up in bis arms ; doubtlefs therefore they were 
under the age of difcretion. They who brought 
them were believers ; otherwife they would not 
have fought a ^/g^«f from Chrift for them. The 
]:^rafe being born of water ^ fignifies being baptized : 
So the author of the letters underftands it, and 
numbers it among the paiTages that fpeak of bap* 
tifm.* 

Now if, by the kingdom ofGod^ we undcrftand 
the churchy then here is an cxprefs declaration, 
that infants belong to the church, are Chrift's dif- 
oiples and vifible members of his body : And con- 
fequently have a right to baptifm^ the only inftitut- 
ed fign of admiflion into this kingdom. Except a- 
ny one be born, ofzvater^ he cannot enter into this king* 
domn Hence the chriftian church is faid to be 
cleanfed by the wajhing of water. \ If by the king- 
dom of God^ we undcrftand the invifible kingdom a- 
bove, then here is a plain declaration, that infants 
belong to that^ and confequently may be born of the 
fpirit ; for eticept one be born ofthefpirit, he cannot 
enter into that kingdom^ which flefti and blood do 
not inherit. And if they may be born of the fpirit j 
doubtlefs they may be born of water ^ or baptized. 
As the church is the gate of heaven, fo baptifm is 

the 

* The author of the letters fays, < Cbriftian baptifm wat not 
jet i&ftituted.* This is doubtlefs true : but Joha preadhed, fajinp, ■ 
'The hngdom of God is Mt batief; and he baptized with the baptiun of 
repeataac^ to prepare the people for this Idagdom. It was there- 
fore very feafoaablc for Chrift dow to inftrudl NicoJemws, that bap- 
tircn, or ieing horm of w iter ^ was foon to be the rite of admilfion into 
hit kingdom. But whether we underdand the phrafe, of outward 
iafHiJm^OT inwmrd.ikixd!tification,our argument from it will be equal- 
ly conclufive. 

f Eph. $• %^* 
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tlie/^ of regeneration. And if tbey may be ad- 
mitted into heaven by regeneratim^ they may be ad- 
mitted into the chm-ch by bapti/m. If the thingi 
JignijSed belong to them, the^» and token muft be 
fuppofed to belong to dicm. The Apoftle PHer^ 
plainly teaches us, that they, to whom the promife 
of the fpirit pertains, have a right to baptifin, the 
fign of the promife. In whatever fenfe therefore 
-we underftand the kingdom of Godj the conduiicxi 
is the fame. That infants are fubjefte of baptifm. 

It cannot rcafonably be faid, that the words — if 
/ucb^^mtcnd only perfons of a childlike difpofition : 
For then how would this be a reafon ^^hy little 
children Ihould be brought to Chrift, and why he 
fhould be difpleafed with his difciples for endeavour- 
ing to hinder them ? This makes our Lord's argu- 
ment run thus. Suffer infants to be brought to me, 
for my kitigdom confifteth only of adult peribtid re- 
fembling children in their difpofition. He elf&- 
where makes Lambs and Doves emblems of a chrif- 
tian temper; and iiccording to this interpretation, 
he might as tvelt have faid. Suffer Lanibs and Doves 
to come to me, for of/ucb is the kingdom of God ; 
i. e. it cotififts of perfons of a Iamb-like and dove* 
like temper. 

WelU ^ but the chriilian rite of baptifm was hot 
given to thefe children ; they were bro't to Chrift 
for his Ueiling and prayers, accompanied with im- 
polition of hands.' True : but our Saviour dfr^ 
dares, that fuch, i. e. the infants of believers, be- 
loa^ to this kingdom, into nrhich none are admitted,, 
but by l^eiag born of water ; fo that liere ii a jbam 

dedftntiOBf 
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declaration, that infants were to be introduced into 
his church by baptifm. And by taking them into 
his arms, praying for them, and bleiEng them, he 
{hewed th^tjiicb are capable fubjeds of the influ- 
ence and blciSng of the Spirit, which are the things 
rcprefected in baptifm» He did not pour water 
im them ; but he performed a ceremony quite as 
facred and folemn, and thus fhewed, that infants 
are meet fobjefts of that external rite, which de- 
notes the conveyance of fpiritual bleifings } and 
inch a rite is the ordinance of baptifm. 
' 4. The baptifmal coouniifion. Mat. 28. 19. gives 
a jjain warrant for admitting infants to baptifm. 
Itnins thus. GOf and teach all nations^ baptmng 
tbem in the nami of the Father^ Son and Holy Ghoft^ 
teaching them to obferve, &c. 

Some will &y, ' Infants are not exprefsly men- 
tioned here/ True : neither are Adults. But 
Chrift ufes the word, natbmsy which is a coUetUve 
term, and muft naturally be underftood as includ- 
ing both. And had he intended to teach his Apof- 
tles, that perfons of every age muft be admitted to 
baptifm, he could not have chofen any iingle word 
to exprefs it better. Baptize alt nations. The 
chriflian church is called a nation^ a people^ beeaufe 
it confifls of perfons of every age.* 

But it is objcftcd ; * Teaching is required previ- 
ous to baptifboi, which infants are not capable 
of.' 

Here let it be obferved, that the word Mathe- 
fyfate^ rendered Teach^ is not the fame which is 
commonly ufed for teachings but of a more general 
£gaification. The proper import of it is, to profs- 

lyte 
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lyte or make difciples. The commlffion then is'this. 
Go^ dlfctple all nations^ baptizing them — teaching them 
to obferve all things^ &c. Here are two words in 
the coramillion rendered, Teaching. The latter 
didas kontesj iignifies to indoHrinate ; the other is 
more general, and fignifies to make di/ciplesj which 
may be done by introduAion into a fchool in order 
to niturc teaching. 

Now if we can fhew, that Infants arc ever con- 
fidered as difciples — as belonging to Chrijij then it 
will appear that they come within the commiflion, 
Difciple all nations^ baptizing them. We arc told 
Mat. 1 8. 5. That Jcfus having kt z little cJbJJd be- 
fore him, faid, Whofoever Jhall receive onefucb little 
child in my name receiveth me. To receive one m 
ChriJVs name^ is to receive him as being ChriJPs dtf 
dple and as belonging to him. So the phrafe is ex- 
plained, Mark 9. 41. Whofoever jhall give you a 
cup of water in my Name, becaufe ye belong to 
Chrift. And Mat. 10. 42. Whofoever Jhall give 
to one of thefe little ones a cup of water only in the 
• name of a difciple, Jhall not lofe his reward. It is 
plain here that infant 5;^ who are to be received in 
CbriJPs name may be his difciples and belong to him^ \ 
to his church and kingdom. Accordingly they who : 
contended, that perfons under the gofpel ought to { 
he circumcifed after the manner of Mofes^ are faid 
to tempt God to put a yoke on the necks of the difciples, 
Aft. 15. 10. Infants v/cr^ to be circumcifed after 
the manner of Mofes^ and therefore are compre- 
hended among the difciples^ on whom the yoke 
would be laid. The fcommiffion then muft refpeft 
infants as well as others. The Apoftles had be^ 
fore been inftrufted to receive not only adults, but 

alio • : 
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alfb little children in Cbri/Ps nanie^ and z,% bisdif- 
ciples. Now a particular rite is appointed, by 
which they fhould receive or difciple them in his 
name. Difciple ail nations^ baptizing item in the 
name of the Father^ and of the Son^ &f^» 

But the author of the letters fays, ^ The difci- 
pies of Chrift, during his miniftry on earth, as well 
as the difdples of Jobn^ were well acquainted with 
the inftitution of baptifm, for they baptized great 
multitudes ; but they adininiftered a baptifm in 
which infants had no part^ When therefpre our 
Ix)rd inftituted his facrament of baptifm, if infants 
were tabe received into it, it cannot be doubted 
but he declared this ^ otherwife men, who had been 
ufed toi exclude infants, would not think of them as 
coming within this irefh commiffion/ 

He exprefsly allows, that the Apoftles would be 
determined very much by former ufages, in judging 
^whether infants came within this commii&on. 
Whether the difciples of John and of Chrifl had 
been wont to baptize infants, it is not exprefsly 
£ud. And therefore to judge how the Apofllcs 
would underiland their commiiQon, we mu(t go 
&rther back thta ta Johri^ miniftry. Thefe A- 
poftles were Jews.. They had been educated in 
the y^xc/^ religion* They knew, that from the 
days of Abrabamy and all along through the /no^ 
fate diijpenfation, infants had been taken into cove- 
nant with their parents by the fame initiating rite.— - 
They knew, this had ever been efteemed a great 
privilege y and they would naturally fuppofe, the 
privilege was flill to contmue, as the Abrahamic 
covenant was yet in force. They knew it had 
been the conftant immemorial practice of the J^wijh 
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church, to receive genti/e profclytes and their in- 
fant children with them by baptifm. ITiis the an- 
cient jciuijh writers teftify. Baptifm, wc know, 
was no new thing in John*^ time. The yews ap- 
pear to have been well acquainted with it. They 
don't aflc him, What meaneft thou by this new 
ceremony? But why bapthcjl thou^ifihou art not 
the Chriji^ nor Elias^ nor that Prophet? Their 
queftion implies, that the Prophets had been wont 
to baptize, and they expcfted Chriji and Elias 
would do the fame. John probably took up bap- 
tifm, us he found it praftifed in the Jewijh church, 
where it had been confl;uitly adminiftercd tothe 
infanis of geritilc profclytes. And it is not only 
without proof, but againfl probability, that this 
author aflerts, * Infants had no part in "John^s bap- 
tifm.' Farther, ihcfc Apollles had been taught to 
look upon infants as belonging to Chr'tjh^ and to 
Ireatthem as his dlfclples. I'hey had heard Chrift 
pronounce the^.u fiiljjcfh of his kingdom, and give 
direftions, that thr-y fliould he brought to him. 
They had been reprimanded for attempting to 
hinder infants from bcincj brought. They knew, 
that Chrift came not to Iclfcn the privileges of the 
church, (of which the admiiTion of infants was one) 
but to enlarge them ; and that haptlfm was now 
the rile of admifiion into it. Tinder thefe circum- 
(Lmces, how muR they underlland their commiiTion ? 
Certainly, upon this autlior's principles, they mud 
fuppofe it to inciucic infants ; for he allows, they 
would underftand it according to former ufage. 
We may then retort his argument. When Chrift 
inditutcd his facrament- of baptifm, if infants were 
not to be received to it, it cannot be doubted, hut 

he 
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he fufficicntly declared thh ; otherwifc men, who 
had always been ufed to fee infants admitted into 
the church of God by the fame token with their 
parents, would confider them as coming within this 
frefli ccnnmiffion, Goy difeiple all nations^ baptizing 
the7n. 

' Befidcs, Wheti they faw the doors^ of the church 
now enlarged to admit new ftibjefts, even all na- 
tions, they would not imagine, that the fubjefls, 
who had ever been admitted, were in future to be 
excluded. The commiffion therefore rauft be un- 
derftood as a virtual command to baptize infants. 

5. Childrens right to baptifm is very clearly 
taught, ra thofe words of Pehr to the awakened 
yeu'Sj A A. 2. 38. Repent and be baptized every 
one ofyoti^ in the name of Jcfiis Chriji^for the remif 
ftonoffinT^ and ye [tall receive the gift of the Holy 
Ghojtyfor the prornl/e is to you and to your children. 
He does not fay, The promife is to you, and will 
be to your children when they become believers ; 
but it is to both, to yon and the children which you 
now have : And to all than that are afar aj^\ as ma-- 
ny as the lord our God fhall call^ i. e. wherever 
God fends the gofpel to call the Geritiles^ it carries 
this promife, which is in like manner to them and 
their children. The promife being made to them^ 
is urged as a reafon wfiy they fhould be baptized. 
And the fame reafon holds for the baptifm of all to 
whom the promife belongs ? and confequently for 
the baptifm of their children^ for the promife is to 
ibefn^ Be baptized^-^for the promife is to you and to 
jour children. 1 he reafon afligncd for baptifm ia 
fach a^ equally takes place with refpeft to both. 
If the parents intcreft in the promife is a reafoa 
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why he (hould be baptized, his chiidrens interefi: ia 
it) is juft as good a reafon, why they fhould be bap«- 
tized. To fuppde this promife is a juft ground for 
the baptifm of believers ^ but not for the baptifin of 
their children^ is ta make the apoftle talk thus ab^ 
furdly and incoherently. The promife is; to- jwt% 
therefore be ye baptized— and the fame promUe is; 
equally to your children^ yet they muft not be bs^ 
tized. 

Well, but our brethren fay, * You and your 
children is nothing more than you. and your pofteri* 
ty,' or your childb-en when they become adult. 

But a little attention will convince us, this cannot 
be the meaning. This is contrary ta the natural 
conftruflion of the words— 31^ prtmife is*— /c y&wr 
children ; not fball be to them, when they become 
believers. The people, to< whom thefe words were 
^ken, were yews and Frofelytes^ who had always 
been ufed to fee infants comprehended with thor 
parents in covensmt tranfa^ions, and therefore 
would naturally fappofe, their infants to be intend* 
ed. To fuppcke that by your cbildrenrj the Apof* 
tie meant only their addlt defcendants, is to make 
him fpeak nonfenfe ; for then he mud be under* 
flood thus, ^ The promife is to you and your chiU 
dren, but not 3syour children, or as being related to 
you, any more than if they were children of Pa* 
gam ; but if they fhould live to adult age, fhould 
be called by the gofpel, and fhould believe> then the 
promife will be to them, as it is mw to you/ 

Now why are children joined with their parents^ 
as joint partakers of the fame promife, if they de« 
rive no benefit from this relation, but are to flaad 
upon precifely the fame footing with the children 

of 
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6i heathens and ifiifidels ?. Farther ; It fiiould be 
remembered, that the great proraife of the Abra- 
hemic covenant, which probably is here referred 
to, & called by way of eminence, the promise, viz. 
I will he a God to you and your feed ; this promife, I 
fay, did certainly belong to the infent children of 
jihrabam^^nd of hk/piritual feed ; and the fealof 
this promife was exprcfsly ordered to be applied to 
fuch. But our brethren generally fay, 'The 
promife here intended is the promife of the fpirit, 
contained in the foregorag words, Te Jhall receive 
the gift of the Holy Gbo/iJ Be it fo. If then it 
at>pears that the promife of the Spirit is in faft made, 
not only to believers, but alfo to their cliildren, 
-even to infants ; the reafon will hold, why they 
ihouid be baptized. It is exprefsly promifed, Ifai. 
■44. 3» I will pour my Spirit upon thy feed^ and my 
hlejfing upon thine offspring ; i. e, thy little ones^ as 
thefdllowing words^ (hewj and they (thine off- 
spring),/^// SPRING UP as among thegrafs and as 
•willows by the water-courfes. They ftiall grow up 
'under the influences of my Spirit and bleflings of 
' -my covenant, as grafs under the kindly fmiles of 
heaven, and as willows by the fertile banks of riv- 
: crs. 

\ There can be no doubt with any one who be- 

' lieves the fcript-ures, but the divine Spirit often has 

great influence in forming the mind into a prepara- 

ticm.for virtue and ufefulnefs, even in its infant 

• -ftatc. • John was filled with the Holy Ghoft from 

: his mother's womb» Ifaiah was called and formed 

fxcm the womb, ycremiab was fknftified from tlic 

womb. ' Samuel grew up before the-. Lord. I 

qaeftion not bm all, who are lyom. and:^ <»lucated 



under the gofpel covenant, have, even in ^axty 
childhood, fome gentle excitations to virtue from 
the Spirit of grace, as a fruit of this promife to be- 
lievers and their cluldren. Now fince the promifi; 
of the Spirit does in fa A belong to little children, 
baptiiin, the fign of the promHe, belongs to tjiem 
*aifo. Let tbem be baptiz£d—fir the premfe ittc 
ibeftt. Mote here -, their receiving* the Spirit w» 
not a condition^ but a cmfeqmme of their baptifm. 
Be haptixied aund ye (hall receive, &c. So upon the 
Samarliam mentioned, A& 8. the Sphit was pouiu 
cd out after they were baptized : So that children 
2ure to be baptized upon this general promife, even 
before they can, by a holy life, give evidence of 
thdr having aftually received the Spirit That in 
the gofpel-age, as weU as in former difpeniatiaB% 
children fhould be received into covenant together 
with, and upon the faith of their parents, is piid»> 
!y foretold, I(ai« 65. 22. They are the feed rftbe 
hUffed rftbe Lordj and their offspring nmtk tbeeiL 
Anddiap. 49. 18.22. They (xinc gentiles) /Mf 
gather tbevrfetves together ^ andaane ta thee^^Atid 
tbeyflndl bring thyjins in their arms, and thy dau^ 
tersJbaU be carried an their ihoulders. 

6. The accounts we have of fome whole families 
being baptized, upon the faith of their refpeAive 
heads, afford an argument of confiderable weight, 
that the Apoftles underflood their commiffioa *is 
extending to infants, and pradifed accordingly. 

If mfants were baptized, it is by no means prob»- 
blc, we (hould be informed of their names ch* agct; 
we could cxpeA only to be told in general, thtt 
fuch perfons were baptized and their families : And - 
ib much we are toUi^ Paul baptized the houfliold 
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of SfepidruUj i. Cor. i. i6. Lydidj when the 
Loxd open^ her heart to receive the word, was 
h^^vDcdzadherbou/holdj A&. 16. 15. The Jay* 
lor, iqion > his bblieving was baptized, he and ail 
hiij vcr- 33. 

This Lydia was of the city of Thyatlra \ but (he 
now dwelt at Philippi ; here (he had a houfe, in 
which flie lodged the Apoftles for fome time, and 
flic had a houmold with her. Whether they were 
children or fervants, or both, and what their exad 
ages were, it is not faid, nor is it material. Tlie 
ibry rqxrdents ibem as baptized upon her faith ; 
and this is all that is to the purpofe. It will be 
fi^gefted perhaps, that they might be baptized up- 
on ibeir own iaith. But the ftory gives no intima* 
&ni of any one's believing, but Lydia. Take the 
'account as Lvke has left it, and they were baptized 
qKm ^«r being judged fisdthful to the Lord. 
The ftory of the yaylor is to the fame purpofe. 
l| Ifeenquirod of the Apoftles, what muH IdQ to be 
Jkont i They iay. Believe on the Lord^ and tbm 
fiat befavid and thine Ijoufe* tn the fame feiife, 
&lvation is faid to come to the houfe oiZacebeus^ 
becaufei&f wasa fonof Abraham^ i. e. a believer. 
Safudi as are added to the church are called. The 
fiwiL There were doubtlefs fome prefent on this 
oocafion befides the Jaylor's family ; and fome of 
lii'£uirii]r might be adults ; and therefore it is faid ^ 
Tbeyfpiie the word to him^ and to all that were in 
* itf mit/e. It is added. He was baptized^ He suid 
I, ^ISHmftrmtway. It is not faid. All that wer6i» 
a Us*:lu^eyfetc baptized ; but he and all his, i. e» 
ftdiw were at fais diifpof&i^^under his gover n ment 
*^«4ligeftto'Uic6ra Thdfe were properif 
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his. No mention is yet made of any one's 
ing, but the Jaylor himfelf. But do not t 
words. He rejoiced believing in God with all hi 
import, that all his family believed as well 
I think not. ITie greek words egalliafato 
pepifteukos to theo are literally rendered th 
rejoiced in all his houfe^ having believed God. 
idea conveyed is tliis : After he had believei 
he rqoiced and gave thanks in the prefencc. 
behalf of his whole family. 

Now as it had been the ancient univerfi 
lice, to receive infants with their parents i 
church of God, they who fhould read thefe a 
of houfliolds baptized, would naturally co 
that infants (if there were fuch) were bapl 
well as others. If a MifSonary fent from this c 
where infant baptifm is generally praftifcd, 
pelize the heathen, fhould writeback an ace 
his fuccefs ; and therein fhould fay, he ha< 
tized fo many hundreds, and amongft the re; 
a noted perfon and his houjhold — fuch an oi 
all his ; who would doubt, but there wen 
children, under the age of difcretion, wh 
meant to include ? But if an Antipsedobapt 
fionary fhould publifh an account of the ho 
he had baptized, he would naturally except i 
to prevent miftakes. 

7. The right of infants to baptifm is farth 
firmed by feveral particular pafTages oi 
turc. 

It may be inferred from thofe words of 
pofUe. Rom. 11. 16. 17. If the root be holy 
the branches* And iffonie of the branches (the 
be hrtiken of^ and thdu (a Gentile) being a tvil 
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\veri graffed in among ihem^ and with them partak- 
e/i of the root attd fainefs of the olive tree^ boajl 
not^ ^c. 

The olive-tree is the church of God, built on the 
covenant made with Abraham. Of this tree the 
yews were the natural ; the Gentiles^ the ingrqffed 
branches. The root zxAfatnefs of the tree, are the 
privileges and bleffings of the covenant. It was 
one privilege of tlie covenant, thut children fliould 
be admitted into the church with their parents 
and confecrated to God as his children. Therefore 
if the Gentiles are graffed into thcfafne (lock, from 
which fome of the Jews are broken off^ and with 
them who remain, partake of the root andfatnefs^ 
they certainly partake of this privilege of having 
their children graffed with them. Accordingly the 
Gentiles are declared to be fellow^heirs with the 
Jews — to be of the fame body — to be Joint-partakers 
of the promife. God promifed, that he would be 
a God to Abraham and his feed. And is he a God 
t)f the Jews only ? And not of the Gentiles ! 
Doubtlcis of the Gentiles alfo. God appointed a 
token of this promife to be applied to Abraham^ 
iflfants, and to the infants of his feed : And if we 
(bad in the fame pla^e as his natural feed, and are 
partakers with them of the fame privileges, then 
the token of the promife is to be applied to our in- 
fants. 

To this paffage we may add that remarkable one, 
in I Cor. 7. 14. The unbelieving bufband is fanSli^ 
fed by the wife^ and the unbelieving wife isfan^ified 
by the hujband ; elfe were your children uncledn^ but 
nw are they holy. It is plain here, that the chil- 
drai of belie^rs are, in fomc fcnfe or other, holy, 
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or faints^ by virtue of their parents faith. They 
are dilliugui(hed from the children of unbelieversy 
\vho are called mwlean^ in the fame manner as 
ihrifiiafu are diflinguiihed from heathens. Now 
'what is this inFant-holinefs, which refults from the 
parents' faith ? It cannot be legitimacy ^ as fome pre- 
tend ; for furely theapoftle did not mean to hqftard^ 
:^ all children bom of heathen parents. It can- 
n )t be rcaly inherent holinefs ; for in this fenfe, 
they are born^ not cf bloody nor of tJje will ofman^ but 
cf God. It can then be no other, than relative or 
covenant holinefs. ITie children of believers are 
holy, as all the people of Ifraci were holy, by a 
I'pecial covenant-relation to God. The chriftian 
church is called a holy natio7t and peculiar people^ in 
the famefcnfc. They are holy, as all the firft 
born under the law are holy, by a folemn dedication 
to God in his temple. In alluiion to the dedication 
of the firft-born infants, the chriftian church is called^ 
The church offirjl^born perfons. They are holy, as 
being G(? J' J children, born to him of his own cove- 
nant-people. Now if they are in this fenfe holy, 
by what rite or ceremony are they declared fo, but 
by the wafhing of baptifm ? The church is cleanfed 
by the wajhitig of water. If they are holy as being 
Gad's children, and within his covenant, they are 
certainly entitled to the mark of his children and 
the token of his covenant, which is baptifm. 

Tlic manner in which the author of tlie letters 
endeavours to evade tbefe paflages, (hews that he 
felt himfelf emharraffed with them. I am ' very 
willing, fays he, that children fhould be as holy as 
the moft benevolent perfon can wifti them. I have 
no inclination co lay a (lain, upon . that innocent 

age.— 
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The gentlemaa* dbiibttefe knew how we argue from 
tiiefe texts to prove infant baptifni. Why has he 
not ihcwn, that they mud, or may be taken in fome 
othqr fenfc i Why has he not told us, how the 
■ branches arc holy by the liolinefs of the root : 

■ how children arc holy by their parents faith, in 
fome other fenfe than as being intiflcd to the 

• privileges and fcal of the covenant ? How the 
' Gentiles can be partakers of the fame promife, and 
' of the fame root and fatncfs with Abraham^ s nat- 

■ ural feed, and yet not be admitted to the fame 
privileges ? The truth is, the argument from thefc 
texts is unanfwerable.^ Again. 

' * Tb evade the argument from this paflagc, fome hair faid 
* The ftime.holiiieri, 'which is afcribcd to the ehildrtn of the belicv<:r 

*• i* alfoafcribcd" td the ««^^rtri/:^;f partner^ ^ho is hid to he faniflfieJ 
M well at the ofSpnu^ faid to be holy. Wliy then is not the unbr- 
liering hufband, or wife, a member of the churcli by virtue of rbe 
faith of the correlate, as well as the children, by virtue of the faith 
of the parent ?- 

In anfwerto this I would obferve ; Infants, under the Old Tcfta- 
MeM, had ever been received as members of God*8 church. But 
' when the Jews, in the time of Ezra, had, contrary to an ex pre fs law 
' aiarried flrange wives, by whom; children were born to them, it was 
ordered that-thefe children; with their heathen parents, {hould be 
pot'away, as unelean ; and the men, who refufed to put away their 
ftrange wives, were themfelvcs to be feparated from the congrega- 
tion. 

In the- Corinthian church a doubt had arifea, whether a believer 
might continue with an unbelieving correlate. This queflion the 
apoftle aafwers in the affirmative. For though he advifes chridlaiis 
to marry only in the l.ord, yet a marriage, contrasSbed when both the 
parties were unbelievers, is not diffblvcd by the fubfcquent faith of 
ooe'of them. But it might farther be enquired, whether children born 
of parents, of whom one was a heathea, ought not to bs excluded 
from the church with the unclean or heathen parent, as had been de- 
termined in the time of Ezra ? To this the apoflle anfwers in the 
negative. If a brotbtr baite a tvife tvh* beVwostb not y and Jbe be pUafed 
U d^ifell %uitb bim, let him not put Ler anvayt and fo of the wife who 

• h ath an unbelieving hufband. For the unbelieving bujband i/, or hath 
^tCT^ifan&ifed by the wife ; or rather, faniUfed inf01 to tbc tvife; aii 

t:- ' 
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Again. The Apoitjc, m 
tells us, that I/aac was born after the Spirit^ and 
bcrn by promife^ By this he Uluftratcs the gofpe 
covenant j and fays. As Jfaac was^fo are we tht 

children 

the unbelieving tvi/i betb Been fanHiJied in, or t» tbt hujhand. The unbe' 
lievtng is fanAified in refpetftof, and in relation to the bdicvingpar' 
ty,ro that (h^ latter has a lawful ufe and enjoyment of the fonner 
for as the apoftle fays clfewhere, U the pure all things me pwre i am 
every creature of God it g9od^/er it it faa&ijied by the word of God out 
frayer. — Elfe tuere your childnn unclean. If the unbelieving partnei 
were not fand^ified to tJie ufe of the believer, both the parents niufl 
be rejected from the church, the former as a heathen and unclean 
the latter as criminally living in cohabitation with a heathen ; as^ii; 
the time of Ezra, thofe who refufed to put away the ftrange wives 
whom they had unlawful )y taken, were to be (jcparated from the c€m< 
gregation. Confequently the children would be unclean, bccanfc 
both the parents would be fo. But fince the unbeliever is fandified 
in relation to the believer, the children are boly^ and. To to be ac< 
counted members of the church. 

The unbeliever is here faid to be fan^lified^ not lix relation to God. 
but only in relation to his, or her yokefellow. But the ctvildrcn arc 
faid to be boly^vxi. oppofition to the unclean, or to beatbetu A.per(bn'( 
being fandtified in a particular refpecSl, or fori 1 certain purpofe, ai 
the unbeliever i& here faid to be fandlified only in relation tp the h|if- 
band, or the wife, does not JenomTnate him 9, boiy one, whicl(i*fifl 
fcripture, the appropriate title of thofe who belqng to the church 
Thcxefore, though chilUren are members .of the church, as defccndcd 
from, and under th^ care and government of a believing parent, yel 
a heathen becomes not a member of the church by n^arriage witp t 
believer. The words of the apoftle can cpnvey no fuph idea. Fot 
he calls children holy in oppofition to the unclean ; but he exprefsly 
defines and limits the fenfe, in which the unbeliever is fan<^Ifvd 
It is merely in refpe(5t of, and in relation to the believing correlate. 

The fenfe which we have given of the phraitctfjn^ijied by, or tofht 
nvife,\i approved by critical ezpoGtors, particularly by fVbitby,vrhQ 
fays, it is the fenfe given by the Greek, interpreters ; and it is. certain- 
ly agreeable to the phrafe in the original. The apoQIe cannot in- 
tend, that the unbeliever is converted to the faith by the believer ; fo< 
this fan<5tification is fomething which has already taken place, whL'o 
the fubiedt was an unbeliever. The convex (ion of the dnbclievPi* 
by the mfluence of the believing correlate, the apoftle afterward 
mentions, as an additional reafon for cohabitation ; but he fpeaki 
of it as a change which hopefully may, not as what already bjs, or 
certainly ttill t2kc place. ff'''bat knovoejl thou, "wife, 'whether thcu 
(halt fave thy hufhnnd ^ And hdiv ^navcjl th:u, man^ Xihethcw th'j 
Ihaltfave thy ivife ? 
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children cf the promife : i. €• wcare born children of 
the promife, as being born of covenanted parents. 
Accordingly the Apoftle to the Hebrews fpeaks of 
the privileges of the covenant, as being the birth- 
right of chnflians, and cautions them, that they do 
not profanely fell /^«> birth-right, as Efau did his' 
And It is worthy to be noted, that the fame titles? 
by \which Y:Arj/?i^«x are diftinguiflied from heathois^ 
arc exprcfsly applied to the children of converted 
parents. Are chriftians c'^t^ faints ? So are their 
children.* ^ Are they called difciples ? So are their 
children.t Do they belong to God's kingdom ? 
So do their children. J Are they called believers ? 
So chriflian. families, which were fupported by a 
common ftoclc^ in which infants were included, are 
called the mubitttde of them that believe i% And 
Qirift fpeaks of thofe liitle oiws . which believe in 
A«B.|| Are chriftians called the children of God? 
So arc the infants of profeffors.^ They that be- 
l&ig to the church are called the faved ; fo falva- 
tion comes to the houfc of the , believer. t| Who, 
that confiders, how thefe titles are promiifcuouily 
given to adiiU chriftians and their children, can 
doubt, but that children -are brought into cove- 
nant with their parents in the . gofpel-time, as they 
v&d to be before,^ and confequcntJy are fubjefts of 
baptifm, the only initiating feal ? 

8.^ I {hall add to the precedinj; arguments, one 
more taken from i Cor. i o. 2. The Apoftle here, 
fpcaking of the ^'ews who came out cA Egypt ^ fays, 
^% were all baptized unto Mofain ibe cloud and in 
mfea. g That 

• 1 Cor, 7. 14. * K€c, 15. 10. \ Mark lO. 14. 
S A6t 4- ja. 11 Mat. 18. 6. \ Ezek 16. ^\. 

1"+ Luke 19. 9. 
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That this paflagc alludes to chriftian baptifm^ 
our brethren, particularly the authoi; of the letters, 
allow. The Apoftle plainly conlidcrs their baptifm 
into Mofeszs typical oiour baptifm. into Chrifi ; for 
he adds, They did all drink of the fame fpiritual 
drink ; for they drank of the rock^ which followed 
theniy and that rock is. Chrifh or a type qf Chrift. — 
All thefe^ things happened to ihe?nfor e samples j or 
types, and are written for our admonition. The 
yewijh writers fay, * The people were baptized in 
the dcfart and admitted into covenant with God 
before the law was given.* Now if the Apoltle 
h^ any refpeft to chrillian baptifm, as it. is plain he 
has, here is an undeniable proof of the right of in- 
fants to baptifm. For he fays, Ihey ally the 
wZ?(9/(? congregation, of which iw/iw/j then in their 
parents arms were a great part, they all izere bap^ 
ti%edinto Mofes. All were under the cloud* All 
pajfed through the fca^ &c. He repeats the univcr- 
fal term all becauie it is emphatical here. Now if 
this baptifm into Mofes, was a type and written for 
our admonition, it typically adraonifhes us, that we 
all fiiould be baptized into Chrift, noi believers only^ 
but their children alfo. 

As the whole congregation were baptized and 
admitted into covenant at the fea, when Mofes took 
the command of them, fo this covenant was again 
renewed with all^ both men, women and little ones^ 
juft before he left them. Dcut. 29. 10. Tiefland^ 
all of you before the Lord yoMr God, yoxxv tldcrs, 
your little ones, your wives, t/jat thou Jhoulde/i enter 
into covenant with the Lord, that he may cllabllfh thee 
for a people unto himfelf, and may he unto ihcc a God, 
as be hathfworn to tky Father, to Ahrahavi^ &c. 

This 
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TMs covenant with Abraham^ which is fo exprefsly 
renewed with littk oms^ is defcended to us and our 
children. 

I fhall now brie£y recapitulate the arguments that 
have been offered, and prefent them in one view. 

The covenant, which God made with Abraham 
and his feed, exprefsly included infants ; and the 
fcal thercef was:, by God's command, applied to 
ihem. We, believing Gentiles^ are the feed for 
whom tlie covenant with. Abraham was made ; and 
therefore our infantSr as well as his^ are entitled to 
the privileges, of the covenant, and fubjcfts of the 
leal of it, by virtue of the original grant: to AbraJjam^ 
in as much as that grant has never been recalled. 
This, covenant was renewed at the redfea — and a- 
gain in the plains of Moab^ and flill infants are ex- 
iiprefsly included. — All along under the Old Tefta- 
ment,. children are comprehended with parents in 
all covcnant-tranfadtions between God and his peo- 
ple, and the token of the covenant is ftill applied to 
ihem. The Prophets often foretell, that the cafe 
would be the fame, in the gofpel time ;• that Chrilt 
Qiould gather the lambs with his arms— that God 
would pour his Spirit upon the offspring of his peo- 
ple, who QiouId be the feed of the bicffed of the 
Lord, & their offspring u-ith them* In the yewijh 
church, it was acuftom, long before our Saviour^s 
appearance, to receive gentile profclytes with their 
children^ by baptifm as well as circuracifion. Chrift 
alfo himfelf took infants into bis arms and bleffed 
them, and direfted that they fhould be brought to 
him, becaufc of fuch was his kingdom, that king- 
dom, into which pcrfons were to be admitted by 
being born of water. He ordered his Apoftles to 
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receive them iii his name, and treat them as he dif- 
ciples. When: he gave the baptifmal coramilfion, 
he expreffed it in fuch univerfal terms, as muft nat- 
urally include infants : -And the Apoftles, knowing 
what had been the conftantufage concerning infants, 
and how Chrift .had ever treated them, muft un- 
dcrftand the commiffion as extending to fuch. Ac- 
cordinglyj foon after, when they invited the con- 
vifted Jeivs-to baptifm^they placed their right to it 
upbn the foot of a promife, which equally belonged 
to them and their children. When they baptized 
the head of any family in his own houfe, they bap- 
tized his family with him. . They conftantly taught, 
that the covenant with Abraham^ of which circum- 
cifidn was the feal, is the fame which we are now 
under, and that the bleffings of it are come upon us 
Gentiles — that the Gentiles are graffed into the fame 
ftock, from which the Jews rwtrc broken oflf-^* 
that children are holy by virtue of their parents 
faith — that baptifm is the chriftian circumcifion, 
and therefore they who arc baptized into Chrift, are 
freed from the literal circumcifion, and all other an- 
cient rities-f that circumciiion, as a feal of the Abra* 
hamic covenant, was ?. great privilege ; but the 
gofpel-difpenfation confers greater — ^They illuftrate 
the gofpel-covenant by ancient examples of cove-, 
nant-tranfafiions, in which infants were included ; 
by the cafe oilfaac^ who was born after the promifc, 
by Noa/ys ark, in which his whole family were fav- 
ed in confequcnce of his faith, the like figure 
whereunto even baptifm now faves us ; and by the 
baptifm of the ^/^(?/^ congregation, infant* and all, 
at the red fea, which was a type, and written for 
our admonition. When we confider thefe things, 
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fbink the evidence abmidantly clear, that the 
mfiaxtiT x^^ ^ww^ . , ^ ^♦^U ^ to baptifii). 



^■vaiPk 



DISCQURSE IV. 



XlAVlNG laid before you the arguments by which 
the right of infants to baptifm is vindicated, I fhali 
now, as I propofed, 

III. Shew you the rational ends and moral ufes 
of infant baptifm. 

If baptifm be a divine inftitution for the infants 
of believers, it ought to be applied to them, whether 
vc can fee the ufes of it or not : But ftjll it may 
give us fome fatisfa£tion to underftand wJiat good 
ends it can anfwer.. 

Wc are often aflced, ' What good: can baptifm 
(Jo to truants V It might fuffice to reply^ As much 
good as circumx:ifion could do. to them formerly j or 
9s much as the public prefentation of firft-born iur 
feints, to God could do. them. The Apoftlp fays. 
The profijt of drcurmfton^ (which was. ufually ad- 
auniftcred to infants) was much every way. The 
profit of infant ba^ttpi may be. as much^ — Pa;pticu- 
brly, 

I. It is evident, that God treats infants as finners 
fer Adam^s trapfgreffion. In confequence of his 
^poftacy, tkey f^fFer a fad variety of pains and dif- 
cafts, whichroften ifluc in. early death. And ^ from 
that bias and inclination to evil^ which they foon dif> 

cover 



cover, there iis rcafon to Ibppofc, they arc irSfe^A-'^ \ 
with fome moral di^r.^*-'-. —^-^ . — ^' ^^ ^/^'c ' 
moved in r>*-^^» ^^ their entrance into the world or 
glory, Byo7ienian^ fays the ApoMc^Jin entered in^ 
tj) the worlds and death hyjin^ andfo death paffes up- 
on all men^ for that all have finned. — By tme inaris 
cffence^ judgment came upon all to condemnation. — h 
Adam all die. — By his offetue many are madejirmers. 
In this language, he fpeaks in the 5th chap^to the 
Romans. 

Now the -gofpel • affurcs us, that Ghrift- has ob- 
tained redemption from the condemnatioa of fin, 
and that in this redemption, all who bdicvc, arc 
unfailingly interefted. But we fee, that a •very 
great part of the human race arc cut ofF in^ mfancy, 
while they are incapable of aftual faith. • What 
becomes of //-v;?2 ?- Is any provifion made (or iStir i 
falvation ? Or muft/i&^/perifhandbeloftfbrevrf? j 
This is a natural enquiry. Now to comfort our ^ 
mitids concerningy5/^i&, God has- feen fit toafiorcus, 
' that they may become partakers of redemption by 
' Ghrift, and be made heirs, of the kingdcin abovft 
notwithftanding their incapacity for an a^htatcom- 
' pliance with thofc terms which are piibpofed to the 
adult. . And to confirm our faith & hope in his •prom- j 
ife, he has appointed^ that they fhall he recctvcdl 
with their believing parents into his vifiblc kinj[-l 
dora, the, church, ^idhave the fealof.his covenant! 
affixed to them. 

The great promife of the covenant is, that God 
will be a God to believers and their feed. This 
promife is often explained in fcripture to import the 
happinefs of ihe life to come. And God's ap-' 
pomting.the feal of this promife to be applied to our | 

infant | 
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ifant feed, is a moft comfortable ground of our 
aith and hope, that if they fhould be removed 
»y an early death, they will be tranfplanted into 
bat happy clime, where they will fpring up in ev- 
rlafting life.* 

God is faid to have eftabliflied his covenant with . 
he cattle and the fowls, when he engaged no 
Qorc to drown the earth, with a flood ; and as a 
okcn of this covenant, he appointed his bow in the 

cloud. 

• The children of bclfcving parents may he faid to be horn in 
ovenautf as they are boro under that promife mi the covenant, 7 -uilt 
V a God to tbee and to thy feed. Accordingly Gtd calls them uis chil- 
licn, born to bim. To thofe who die in infancy this prqmife may 
t)e underftood as importing a rcfurredbion to eternal life. A« the 
Apoftle argues concerning the patriarchs, (Heb. ii.) fo we may 
reaTon concerning thefc ; fince they enjoy no diftinguiniing favor 
in thia world, there muA be feme good reserved for them in another ; 
tlfc the promife fails, therefore Ood h not afhamed to be called Their 
Oo&ffor he Bath prepared for them a city. To thofe who arrive to 
morsil agency, the promife may import, not only the enjoyment of 
the external means of religion, but tho attendant influences of the di- 
vine fpirit. The Apoftlc tells us, that amocg the many advantage* 
ofeirciinicifion, tbisissneof the chid, that to them are committed the 
praeUt of God* (Rom. 3. i.) And God exprefsly promifes to Jacob 
hiiferVant, and tolfrael whom he has chofen, I ivill pour my fpirit 
M tkyfad^ sad my b^/ing tm thine offspring, and theyfhaU fpring up as <7- 
^"^ ^ grafts and tu 'willov.'s by the iL^tercourfes. (Ifai. 44. 3.) Their 
iBterei^ in this promife, as the children of God^s fervants, is one 
jroimd of their<admiflion to bapiifm, thettjken of God *s faithful** 
Mb, amd-of their obligation to ferve him. But then it is by baptifm, 
ditthey are y«rf/ar^^ to be within the church, and entitled to the 
■ «JEMf> privileges of i:. l*crfons may be virtually in covenant by their 
«*»« or their/^rrr/r// faith ; but they are not wfibly Vind prof effeJly in 
' COTenaaty or in the church, till they have pafTed under the appoint- 
ed eeremony. When we fpeak of perfons being admitted into the 
i drarch fay biptifm, we mean not, that this conveys the right of ad*- 
Kllfion j fqcit prefuppofcs the ri^bf, and the salification or relj.'ion, 
in which the right, by divine inftitution, is founded : but that it 
dt^lgau the, right, and thus introduces to vffrble privileges. God fays, 
*Th9 imcircumcifed man-child ihall be cut off* from among his peo- 
.|de,1ke -hath broken my covenant.* He was previouHy in eove-> 
' uati elTe he could not be faid to break it by his uncircumcifion. 
So 9X0 the unbaptiaed perfon is t»be cut off, or etcluded from the 
jprmIpgef.of rhc«hriXlian«hurch« 
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cloud. And furcly he may, in as juft and tational 
a fenfe, cftablifli the covenant of grace with infiints, 
engaging to pour his fpirit and blefling upon *hcHi, 
and appointing the feal of this -covenant to be af- 
fixed to them, in token of his faithfulticfs to fulfil 
his gracious promife* 

2. The parent, by dedicating his children to 
God in baptifm, folemnly binds himfelf to give 
them a religious and chriftian education, and to ufc 
his influence, that they (hall keep the way of the 
Lord, and not put thcmfelvcs out of that covenant, 
into which they have been thus vifibly introduced* 
Now if it is any privilege for children to have a r^ 
ligious education, it is a privilege that fuch an edu- 
cation fhould htfecured to them ; and confequent- 
ly a privilege that the parent, by this public tranfac- 
tion, ihoxAi. covenant and engage to bring them up 
in the nurture and admonition of the Lord* 

It may be afked perhaps. How a parent can 
covenant for his children ? But the anfwer is obvi- 
ous. He can covenant for himfelf to difchargc 
fuch and fuch duties to them, and can commend i 
them to God, in hope of the divine blelfing upon ! 
his pious endeavours. In this fenfe may cvciy !i 
religious parent, as Jofliua did, covenant for his \ 
houfe. As for nie and my houfe we will ferve the i 
L^rd. -^ 

3. As the parent, who dedicates his childreOy - 
fliould conCder himfelf bound, by his own aft to ^ 
educate them religioufly ; fo children thus dedicat* 
ed, when they come to the age of refleftion, fliould 
realize, that, having been given to God, they arc 
not their own^ but his ; and arc bound to live, iwt 
to themfehes^ but to him whofc they are ; and that 

a wicked 
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wicked, irreligious life is a praftlcal renunciation 
'their baptifin, and difavowal of their relation 
> the God of their Fathers. 
If the Jewijh parent, by circumcifing his children, 
3und them to own and fervc the Gbd of JfraeL 
-If the vow of Sampfons parents bound him to be 
Nazarite forever — If Hannah's vow bound Sam^ 
'/ to attend upon God in the fanftuary ; as weft 
ay the aft of the chrijiian parent, in bringing his 
lildren to baptifra, bind them to fervc the God 
id Father of our Lord Jefus Chrift. The reli- 
ous parent may urge his children to a godly life 
J this argument, that he has given them to God. 
bus the mother of king Lemuel expoflulates with 
m.* What my/on ? And what the fon of my 
"omh ? And what the fon cfmy vows ? And this 
guftient will have weight with children of an in- 
muou^ temper. Thus the Pfalmift reafons with 
mfclf.t I will walk before the Lord. I will call 
I bis name. I will pay, my vows in the frefenceof 
's people. Lord^ truly lam thy fervant^ I am 
yfervant^ the fonof thy handmaid. — . — I pafs on, 
IV. To confider the praftice of the chriftian 
lurch with refpeA to infants immediately after the 
^pq/lolk age. 

The author of the letters fay, * It is of fmall im- 
>rtance to chriflians, to know what the many wri« 
Js upon this fuWeft, fmce the time of the Evan- 
eliit's and ApofUes, have afErmed.' But yet to 
Qow what they have affirmed concerning the mode 
f baptifm, he thinks to be of no (mail importance. 
He aflferts, upon their authority, that the church 
* 1 300 years praftifcd immerfion j though indeed 
. H he 
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be allo\rs, thsifpr inkling y^s pradifed too ia ex« 
tiaordiDarj cafes. Upon the fame authority it may 
be afierted, that the church, for many hundreds of 
years, pra^fed infant baptifm ; and not a Jingle 
perfon, much lefs a church, can be produced ifrhich 
denied the Umfulnefs of it. And the pra&ioe of 
the church is as good an evidence in favour i£infaM 
taptifm^ as it would have been in favour of immer* 
Jion J in cafe that alone had been pra£Hfed.«— This 
gentleman himfelf (perhaps inadvertently) aflows 
the early, conflant, univerfal praAice of admitting 
infants to baptifm. For he adopts this paflage from 
Dr. Wallj ^ All chriflians in the world, who never 
owned the Pope's authority, do now, and tvdr 
didy dip their infants in the ordinary uie/ (Not 
univerfally, but ordinarily dipt them.) If they i^ 
infants, they baptized tnem. This practice is of 
much more weight to prove infants are tht/idgeSSf 
than to prove dipping is the mode of baptifm ; be- 
caufc dipping was but the /ordinary ufe, whereas in* 
fant-baptifm, for ought that appears, was the»ffi- 
verfal praflicc of the ancient church, except in caf- 
es of profelyttfm. 

We do not pretend to reft the pnK)f of in&Qtl 
right to baptifm upon the practice of thechurdif, 
but upon the authority of fcripture. However, if 
it appears, that the church, foon after the ApoffleSy 
did admit them, and there is no account of anf 
church that rejefted them, or any perfon who de- ; 
nied the laiifiilnefs of the pradice, or pretended 
that it was an innovation, this wjll be an argumeot 
of conHderable weight, thai it was derived .from tbc ]^ 
Apoftles : For the early chriftians, they .w|iq lif!- 
edid the ages next afc^ ihz Apoftles^ muft have 

kxKywOy 

N 



i 



? 



il 



known, what their prance was in fucli a matter 
as this, which was of a moft public nature, and con- 
cemed the very being of the church. What the 
u&ge of the church was, in the earlieft times after 
the Apoftles, we can learn only from the ancient 
writers, who are here produced, not as examples^ 
but only as bi/hrians^ or witneflcs to a plain matter 
offaA. 

yuftm Martyr J who wrote about 40 years after 
the apoftolic age, fays, * We have not received the 
carnal, btit the fpiritual circumcifion by baptifrf! — 
And it IS enjoined to all perlbns to receive it in the 
fiune way.' Here he plainly confiders baptifm as 
fuoceedingin the place of circumcifion, and confe- 
quently as being deiigned for infants as that was i 
whkh opinion he could not eafily have fallen into, 
if the Apoftles had univcrfally, both in doftrine and 
prance, rejeflcd inftints. In one of his apologies 
for the chriftians, he fays, ' Several perfons among 
U8, of 60 and 70 years old, who were made difciples 
to Chrift from their cbildhccdy do continue uncpr- 
rupt/ Made difciples. He ufes the fame word 
which is ufed in the commiilion ; Difciple all natiom 
iapthmg them. If they were made difciples y they 
were donbtlefs baptized. 

Irenam^ who wrote about 67 years after the A- 
poftles, and was bom it is faid, before the death of 
St, yohn^ and was acquainted with Polycarpy who 
was Jobn^s difciple, fays concerning Chrift, ' He 
came to fave all perfons by himfelf, who by him 
orercgeneratcd (i.e. %//2^(^) unto God, infants, 
little ones, vouths and elderly perfons.* That Ire- 
naus ufed the word regenerated to fignify baptized ^ 
is plain from his own words, where he fays, ' When 
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Chrifl: gave his difciplcs the command of regenerating 
unto God, be faid, Go and teach all nations, bap- 
fizing them, &c/ 

TertuIIian, vrho flourifhed about i oo years after 
the Apoftlcs, gives a plain teftimony, that tfec church 
admitted infants to baptifm in his time. It is true 
he advifes to delay their baptifm ; not becaufe it 
was unlawful J for he allows of it in cafes of neceifi- 
ty ? not merely upon the foot of their infancy^ for 
he advifes alfo, that unmarried perfons be kept from 
this ordinance, until they cither marry or arc con- 
firmed in continence ; but becaufe the Sponfon 
were often brought into a fnare ; and becaufe, he 
imagined, fins committed after baptijmwcxc nexf to 
unpardonable. But his advifing to delay it, fup* 
poles it to .have been th« prafticc ; for othcrwile 
there would have been no room for the advice. 
He does- not fpeak of it as an innovation^ which cer- 
tainly he would have done, had it begun to be prac- 
tifed in his time. Hk words rather imply the con- 
trary. His fpeaking of Sponfors, who engaged for 
the education of the infants that were baptized, 
fliews that there had been fuch a cuftom. And his 
aiking. Why that innocent age made fuch hafte to 
baptifm, fuppofes that infants had ufually been ba[>- 
tizcd foon after their birth. So that he fully 
enough witnefTes to xhcfailj that it had been the 
praftice of the church to baptize infints. And his 
advice, to delay their baptifm till they were grown 
up and married, was one of thofe odd and lingular 
notions, for which this Father was very remarka- 
ble. 

Origeny who was contemporary with Tertuliian^ 
exprcfely declares infent-baptifm to have been the 
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cooftant ufage of the church from the Apoftles. 
He fays, * The baptifm of the church is given for 
the forgivenefs of fms : But why are infants, by the 
ufage rfthe churchy baptized, if there is nothing in 
them that needs forgivenefs ?' 

Further he fays, ^ Infants are baptized for the 
remiifion of fins ; for none is free from pollution, 
though his life be but the length of one day upon 
earth.. And it is for that reafon, becaufe by bap- 
tifm the pollution of our birth is^ taken away, that 
ii^afUs are baptized.' 

Again he dbferves, * The church had from the 
Apoftles an order to give baptifm to infants ; for 
they, to vpshom the divine myfterics were committed, 
knew that there was in all perfons the natural pol- 
tutipn of fin,, which muft be done away by water 
and the Spirit/ 

Now as Origeriy in^thele paffages, argues from 
infant-baptifm to pi;ove'^original fin, we may con- 
clude, it was an uncontrovertcd ufage of the 
churdi ; for otherwife he could not, with proprie- 
ty, have ufed it as an argument toeftablifh another 
point. 

Cyprian^ who wrote about 1 50 years after the 
Apoftles, gives a fuller teftimony to this faft. In 
this time a queftion was ftarted by one Fidus^ (not 
whether infants might be baptized, but) whether 
baptifm ought not to be given them on the eighth 
day, according to. the law of circumcifion ? This 
queftion was propofed to a council of 66 Bifhops 
convened at Carthagey who unanimoufly refolved, 
that the baptifm of infants ought not to be deferred 
to the eighth day, but might be given them at any 
time before.. Aiid a large letter to this purpofe, 
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containing the reafons of the rtfolve, was written 
and deligned by Cyprian, in the name of the coun- 

ClJ. 

Now in this affembly of Minifters, doubtlefs there 
were fome 60 or 70 years old, who could remem- 
ber within lefs than 100 years of the Apoftles. 
And therefore, if infant-baptifm had been ' a ufage 
lately introduced, fome or all of them rauft have 
known it. — And if fo, it is very ftrangc that not 
one of them intimated any fcruple abo9t it. 
Whether infants Ihould be baptized, feemsnot to 
have been at all a queftion, but only whether their 
baptifm needed to be deferred to the 8rii day, 
which, without hefitancy, was determined in the 
negative. 

A little more than 1 00 years after this time, 
Gregory Nazianzen taught, ' that infants fhould be 
baptized to confccratc them to Chrift in their m- 
fancy.' A?nbrofc^ ' that the baptifm of infants had 
been the praftice of the Apoftles and of the church 
till that time.' Cryfojlom, * that baptifm had no 
determinate time, as circumcifion had, but one in 
the beginning of life, or one in the middle of it, or 
one in old age might recdve it.* 

But not to mukiply citations ; I fhall add but 
one more, Aitjlin, a1x)Ut 300 years after the Apof- 
tles, had a controverfy with Peiagius about original 
fin ; and to prove it, he frequently urges infant- 
baptifm. demanding. Why infants are baptized for 
the remiffion of fins, if they have none ? Pelagius 
irhough greatly puzzled with the argument, yet 
never pretends, that infant-baptifm was an unfcrip- 
turul innovation, or a partial ufage in the church ; 
which, had it been tme. a man of his very cxtenfive 



9' 

acquaintance with the Wcn'Id, muft have known ; 
and had he known it, he doubtlefs would have faid 
it, when he found himfelfembarraffed with the ar- 
gument. But for from intiiUating any fuch thing, 
when fomc charged upon him the denial ofinfant- 
baptifm, as a confequence of his opinion, he difa« 
vows the confequence and complains, that he had 
beenjlanderoujly rcprefented as denying baptifm to in^ 
fants. He afks, * Who can be fo impious as to 
hinder infants from being baptized and born again 
in Chrift ?* And citing thofe words. Except one 
he born of water a?ki thefpirit^ he canTWt enter into 
the kingdom ofGod^ he fays, ' Who can be fo impi- 
ous as to refufe to an infant, of whatever age, the 
common redemption of mankind ?' And many 
other expreffions he ufes, which plainly fuppofc, 
that infant-baptifm had been praftifed univerfally, 
and time out of mind. 

And from this time, till the year 1522, (as Dr. 
Wall J upon a moft careful enquiry, allures us) there 
is not fo much as a man to be found, who has fpok- 
cn againft, or even pleaded for the delay of the 
baptifm of infants, except a fmall number in France^ 
in the 1 2th century, who denied the poflibility of 
their falvation, and confequcntly their right to bap- 
tifm. But this feft foon difappeared. 

Now if all the firft churches were every where 
cftabliflied by the Apoft les, upon tlie plan only of 
adult baptifm, and children ^ere every where left 
uuibaptized, how could infant-baptifm begin fo ear- 
ly, and fpread fo extenfively as it feems to have 
done ? How a)uld fuch a fpeedy and total alteration 
take place in a matter of fuch public notice and 
great importance, and yet no noife be made about 
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it } no oppofidon raifed agaiaft it ? Such a thing 
would be abfurd to imagine. The early and nni- 
verfal uiage of the church is then an argument of 
very confidcrable weight, that infant-baptifm was an 
^Apoftolxc prafiice. 

To invalidate this argument our^brethren alledge, 
diat many corraptios3 wcreesu-ly admitted into the 
jchriftian church under pretence of Apoftolk tradi- 
tions, and prevailed without oppofition j fuch as 
Irfants Communion^ Exorciftn^ Trine-Inwierfionj UnC" 
tian after baptifm^ &c. But fuppofing thefe bad pre- 
;Vailed as early and uoiverfallyy as we find if^ani 
baptifm to have done (which truly was not the cafe) 
yet there is this mighty diJSerence.. Thefe were 
but circumftantial errors, which did not deftroy the 
b^ng of the church, or nullify men's chriftianity, 
and therefore it is no wonder, that we have no a& 
count of any warm controveify about thenu But 
it^cmt baptifm^ in the opinion of our brethren, does, 
fo far as it prevails^ unchurch the church of Chiift : 
For they look upon thofe, who have received no 
other ba4>tiim, as being unbaptized, and unfit for 
chriftian communion. Now i£ the firfi chiiilians 
had viewed it in this light, would they have iat 
filent,when they faw it get footings and prevail ? 
Would not fome, alariQcd at the dangerous innova^ 
. lion, have bom their teilimony againft it ? Would 
there not have been fome churches, which preferr- 
ed the primitive ufage, and renounced communion 
with fuch as had fo effentially departed from it I 
The different {tfk^ of chriftians were often inflamed 
5igainft c<ich other by fmallcr differences. It is 
therefore utterly unaccountable, thft there ihould 
be no difpute, when this (uppokd fundamenial in- 
novation 
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■ovation was introduced, nor the leafl remains of 
any contrbverfy about U> until within thcfc two or 
three centuries. 

There were indeed fome great corruptions intro- 
duced into the church, which in time confiderably 
prevailed, fuch as Iniage-worfbip^ Trar^ubjianiiatimj 
&c« But thefe never prevailed fo univerfally^ fo 
early ^ nor fo withoi4t appo/ition, as we have fcen m- 
fafit baptifm muft have clone. A great part of the 
cbriftian church has always rejcfted them and pro- 
tefted againft them. Many Synods and Councils 
have publicly condemned them. And in the times 
when, and places where they moft prevailed, it was 
by the protcftion and fupport of civil and mili- 
tary power ; which cannot be pretended in the 
cafe of infant baptifm. . 

It is- time that we draw to a conclufion. I have 
only to lay before you a few deduAions from what 
has been offered. 

It has, I think, been proved, that our baptifm is 
one with that of our brethren^ and that we have 
neither changed the baptifm inflituted by Chrift in- 
to another rite^ nor introduced a new fet oifubjeSlu 
And therefore, 

I . I beg leave fcrioufly to enquire. Whether 
our brethren have any juft occafion to withdraw 
themfelves from our communion ? Surely the can- 
did among them will acknowledge, that our opin- 
ion is not fo wholly without foundation, but that it 
may confid with an honefl and good heart. And 
can it be for the intereft of chriffianity, which we 
on both fides profefs to regard, that we (hould re- 
nounce fellowihip with each other on account of 
this difference ? Wc are wiDing they Ihould cora- 



94 

munc with us, and yet enjoy the liberty of afting 
agreeably to their own principles. Though wc 
wifh they might think with us, yet we would by 
no means conftrain them to bring their infants to 
baptifm contrary to their confciences. And, I ap-* 
prehend, few miniflers would fcruple to adnuntfter 
baptifm by immerfion to any fuitably qualified, who 
chufe fo to receive it. For though they think af- 
fulion warranted by fcripture, yet they arc far from 
denying the validity of immerfion. Since therefore 
our brethren may enjoy their own principles with 
us, what occaiion can they have to iiqparate from 
us? 

Perhaps fomc will fay, We cannot commune 
with you, becaufe, in our opinion, you are unbap- 
tizcd J nor can we receive baptifm from your hiin- 
ifters, becaufe they have received no othCT than in- 
fant baptifm, which is a nullity ; And finoe they 
have not been regularly baptized themfclvcs, they 
cannot admini(}er valid baptifm to others. 

It were to be wifhed, that perfons of fuch nar- 
row fentiments would realize the confequcnce. In- 
fant bapti&i was undoubtedly the univerfal praAice 
of the chriftian church for many hundreds of years 
together. Hiflory does not imform us, when it 
firft began to be praAifed ; but we have particidar 
accounts when it was firft oppofed. And if it be a 
nullity, there is not, nor can be again, any 
regular baptifm in the world; for there is not 
the leafl: ground to pretend to a fuccd9ion 
of adult baptifm. If we trace adult baptifms back, 
we muft come to the time when they were admin- 
iftered by thofe who were baptized in infancy, and 
who, upon the principles above mentioned, could 

not 
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not adminifter valid baptifm. Our brethren there- 
fore, by nullifying our baptifm, nullify their own ; 
and by unchurching «x, unchurch ihemfelves. Yea, 
upon thefe principles, there were no authorized 
miniflers, nor regiUar churches, nor baptized chrif- 
tians, for many centuries together, nor are there 
now, nor ever will be again, without a new ccm- 
miflion from heaven. How then has Chrifl fulfilled 
his promifes, that he will be with his miniflers ak 
ways to the end of the world, and that the gates 
of hell fhall not prevail againfl his church ? We 
may reft aflured, that thefe promifes have not been 
forgotten, and confequently, that baptifm did not 
ceafe, nor the church fail, when infant baptifm be« 
camq fo much the general praAice, that a fuccef* 
lion of adult baptifms was no where preferved. 
Our brethren then muft allow, that baptifm, as ad« 
miniftered in our churches, is valid, and confequent- 
ly, that the above mentioned plea, for declining 
comnmnion with us, is of no weight. 

And indeed many among them, though they think 
infant baptifm, efpeciajly when performed by fpnnk- 
ling, not regular, yet do fo far allow the validity of 
it, that they fcruple not to hold communion with 
us. Some baptilt churches in England are founded 
on this catholic plain. The church, of which the 
late celebrated Dr. Fo/ier was miniftcr, received to 
her communion fnch as were baptized in infancy. 
Without requiring them to be rebaptized. The fa- 
mous Mr. Whijion^ was admitted to the communion 
of this church, after leaving the dxixtchoi England^ 
widiout rebaptization, which he never would fub- 
nit to ; for diough he ' pronounced baptifm in in- 
faodf^ and by fprinkliog, Co be wrong, yet he de- 
clared 
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dared it to be * fo far real baptifm, that it oaght tvH to 
be repeated/* Were our brethren all (a€ indeed 
nuviy of them are) of the fame generous fentiments, 
we ihould hardly need to be known as different 
fefts ; to be fure there would be no occafion for di- 
viding communions upon our different opinions. 

With thofe of lefs generous fentiments, I beg 
leave ferioufly to expoftulate. That you have the 
fame right as we have, to judge what are the di- 
vine inftitutions, and to praftice accordingly, none 
will deny. But to differ in fetitiment and pra£tice, 
is one thing ; to renounce communion on account 
of this difference is another. To juftify this ftep, 
it is not fufficient to prove, that you may be in the 
right : It is neceffary to prove, that we mu/l be 
fundamentally in the wrong. You fuppofe us to be 
in an error. But is this error, in your opinion, fo 
manifeft, and fo grofs, that none who embrace it can 
be honed chriftians ? — Can you demonftratc, that 
the feal of the covenant of grace was never appoint- 
ed for the children of believers ; or, if fuch an ap- 
pointment was once made, it has fince been revok- 
ed ? that baptifm always fignifies immerjion^ and that 
this mode was invariably ufed by the apoftles ? 
That the age and manner of admiilion into the 
churchy in ufe among you, is fo effential, that 
the leafl: deviation nullifies our chrillianity ? — Will 
you pretend, that there are no real chriftians in our 
churches ? That the word and ordinances adminif- 
tcred in them, have never been bleffed to men's 
converfion and falvation ? That there was nothing 
of the power of godlincfs, in and after the time of 
reformation ? No true religion among our fathers, 
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and in the churches founded by them ? That there 
have been no revivals of piety in thefe churches 
iince they were planted ? That God has never own- 
ed- them by providential proteftions, or by the ef- 
fullons of his fpirit ? Has there never been any real 
(Todlinefs^ but what was confined to your denomina- 
iba ; and none at all in that long period, when your 
Tcft did not exiil ? Thefe things, I know, you will 
not pretend. Nay, I will enquire farther ; do not 
many of you date your own converfion at a time 
when you were in fentiment and in communion 
with our churches ? Did not God beftow this great 
mercy upon you, while you attended on the minif- 
iration of his word and ordinances among us ? 
This, I know, fome of you profefs. You believe 
tlieu, that God has owned, and flill owns thefe as 
his churches : and will you difown them ? Will you 
rejcft that which God receives ? If you think it moft 
convenient to worfliip and commune ordinarily with 
thofe of your own fentiments ; yet why need you 
renounce fellowfhip with us ? Are you doing God 
fervicc, when you caufe divifions and offences in his 
churches, contrary to the doftrine of peace and 
unity, that we have received ? Let us not, my breth- 
ren, rend the body of Chrift by our divifions ; but 
)jith united zeal build up his kingdom in the 
world. 

2. The preceding difcourfes teach us the unwar- 
nntablenefs of rebaptization It is agreed on both 
lUes that baptifm is not to be repeated. If then 
our baptifm is valid^ a repetition of it Js contrary to. 
the will of God. In the baptifm of an infmt there 
is the application of water in the nameof the Trinity, 
as well as ia the baptifm of an adult. If this baptifm 
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be not valid, it is only becaufe the fubjeft had not 
faith, and did not aSually confent to the baptifmal 
obligations. Now if the baptifm of an infant is a 
nullity for want of thefe qaalifications, the want of 
them will equally nullify an adult baptifm ; but yet, 
I prefumc, none of our brethren will carry the mat- 
ter to this length. Let us put a cafe (and fuch a 
one as doubtlefs fometimes happens.) An adult 
perfon makes a profeilion of faith and obedience, 
and is baptized. It foon appears from the wicked- 
nefs of his life and the comiptnefs of his principles, 
that he had no faith in any rational fenfe, and nev- 
er confented to the baptifmal obligations, but was 
influenced only by carnal views. The man after- 
ward comes to repentance, confeffes his hypocrify 
in this affair, and owns he had no religious views in 
the whole tranfaftion. He now gives fatisfsiAory 
proofs, that he is become a real penitent and be- 
liever. Ought this perfon to be rebaptized ? Every 
one will fay, No ; becaufe he has been baptized, 
and his baptifm will fave him, as he has now the 
anfwcr of a good confcience toward God. When 
Simon the forcerer, who had been baptized by 
Philips difcovered the vile hypocrify ^of his heart, 
Peter direfts him to repent, that his fin might be 
forgiven ; Irat fays nothing of his being baptized 
again : Whereas he fays to the unbaptized yewsj 
Repent^ and be baptized for the remiffion of Jiru. 
But there isjuft the fame reafon, why x\i\% hypocrite 
fhould be baptized again upon his repentance, as 
why the infant fhould ; becaufe he no more had 
faith before baptifm, and no more confented to any 
religious obligation, when he was baptized, than aift 
infant. If a profcffion of repentance is all that is 
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Deccflary to our receiving this baptized hypocrite, a 
profcffion of faith and obedience, at adult age, is all 
that is neccffary to our receiving one baptized in 
childhood. So that rebaptization is unwarranta- 
ble and finful even upon the principles of our breth- 
ren ihcmfelves ; and much more upon fuppofilion 
of infants right to baptifm, which, I think, has 
been abundantly proved. Further, 

3. If children are the proper fubjefts of baptifm, 
■ then it is the indifpcnfible duty of parents to prefent 
them to God in this ordinance, and there muft be 
an inexcufablc ncgleft in thofe parents, who, though 
convinced of their childrcns right to baptifm, delay 
to procure it for them. 

Some will fay perhaps, ' Though we difputc not 
their right to it, yet it appears to us to be a matter 
of very little confequcnce.* 

But certainly it is a matter oi mat confequence, 
that you comply with a divine inftitution. He that 
breaks the leaft command fhall be called leaft in the 
kingdom of heaven* 

Perhaps you will fay, * We can't fuppofc the 
happtnefs of our children at all depends upon their 
baptifm, fince it is a thing out of their power.' 
Be it ib : Yet if it be a duty incumbent on you to 
bring them to baptifm, j^^^r happinefs may depend 
on your compliance with this as well asany (?/i6er du- 
ty. But how are you fure that their welfare no way 
depends upon it ? Their welfare much depends on 
their being religioufly educated — their education 
will chiefly lie with you— by their baptifm you en- 
gage to give them a religious education — and if 
your bringing yourfclves under public folemn obli- 
gations^, will be any motive with you to educate 
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them religioufly, then their welfare, in fomc degree, 
depends on their baptifm. You will fay, ' You 
can -do your duty as well without fuch a. promife as 
with it/ With equal reafon might you fay, you 
can live a religious life without ever making a pro- 
feffion of religion, as well as if you did. But God 
has required you to make a profeffion, bccaufc this 
will be a proper motive and inducement to you %o 
live a religious life ; it is a fuitabic means of 
flrengthning your obligations arxd keeping them in 
your remembrance. And your dedicating your 
children to God in baptifm is founded on the fame 
reafon. It is a promife which you take on your- 
fclves, and a means of reminding you of your obli- 
gations, to educate them religioufly. And this 
will be an argument, which you may ufc to good 
advantage in your addrefles to them.. 

With refpeft to unbaptized infants, wc may be 
aflfured, God will do them no wrong. But if he has 
made their baptifm a condition of the beftowment 
of fome undeferved favours, who can fay, this is 
unjuft ? It would be prefumption to aflert, that all 
who die unbaptized are loft. God's tender mer- 
cies are over all his works. But the prortiife is to 
believers, and their children And fhould we fup- 
pofe, that the baptized infants of believers, have 
fome advantages above other infants in. another 
ftate, this could not be called abfurd: For it is 
certainly a part of the fcheme of God's moral gov- 
ernment, that fome fhould be benefited by the pie- 
ty of others. All interceffion is founded in this 
principle. You doubtlefs fometimes pray for your 
infant children. If you fee them in danger of death, 
YOU pray, not only that their lives may be fpared, 

but 
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but alfo that their fouls might be faved. But' 
why do you pray for them, if you imagine no good 
Can^edound to them from your faith and piety ? 
How often did Qirift cxercife his healing mercy 
toxvard the ikk on account of the faith of others ? 
How oftea did he grant cures to children upon the 
caro^ft petitions of their parents i It would then be 
extremely ra(h to conclude, your infants cannot be 
benefited by your dedicating them to God. Thofe 
believers, who brought infants to our Saviour, that 
he ibould blefs them and pray for them, entertained 
another fentiment. They thought the good of 
tbcfe cbildr^f in fbme meafure, depended on tbar 
bringing them to Chrifl. And Chrifl: commended 
their piety, and direded others to do likewife. 

Some perhaps will fay, * We believe that infants 
are fubjeds of baptifm, but we queftion our own 
right tagive them up to God therein.' But if you 
queftion your own right, it muft be, becaufe you 
queftion whether you have any religion. And can 
you be contented fo ? 

Whatever the difficulty is, which lies in your 
way, itihould be your immediate concern to re<^ 
move it. Is it not your intention to live a life of 
religion ? Is it not your deiire that your children 
ihould grow up before the Lord ? Is it not your 
refolution to bring them up for him ? If it is, then 
lay fo, by a public dedication of yourfelves and 
your children to God. If it is not, then tremble 
at the thought of your own impiety and carelcffnefs. 
If you have no good purpofes and defires, you can- 
not confiftently profefs any ; if you have good de- 
fires and purpofes, ftrengthen and confirm them by 
bringing yourfelves under explicit obligations to a^ 
agreeably to them. i finally. 
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Finally. Let luch as have dedicated their chil- 
dren to God,adt under a fenfe of the vows that arc 
upon them. 

If your children arc removed by an early dcatli^ 
quietly fubmit to the will of that foveretgn Lordj 
whofe property you have acknowledged them to 
be, and entertain no anxious thoughts -about -the 
manner in which he has difpofed of them, • Wlien 
you gave them to him in baptUm, you profeffed 
your feith in his mercy toward them. If yt>u cannot 
truft him to difpofeof them, why did you dedicate 
them to him ? If you can, why are you anxious a- 
bout them now fince he has taken then* iato his 
own hands ? 

If your children live, then bring them up in the 
nature and admonition of the Lord, If your 
worldly ciraimftances make it neceflary, that you 
fhould commit them to the care of others, fee that- 
you put them into families where you have reafon to 
think, they wUl be religioufly educatedv • If you 
keep them under your o\yn immediate care, traia 
them up in the way in which they ihoxild go ; and 
commend them to God, And to the word of hh 
grace, which is able to build them up, and- to-givo 
them afl inheritance among the Saints,, 
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DISCOURSE I. 

MATTHEW, VII. 15, 16. 

Beware of Falfe Prophets^ uho come unto you in 
'Skeep^s clotking^ hut inwardly they are rattening 
Wolves. ' Tejhall know them by their fruits^ 

CjtOD has, in all ages, had a church in the world ; 
and he will continue it, until the world ftiall be no 
more.' His church has fubfifted in different fonns ; 
but iiiider-ever^ form he has appointed, that there 
Ihould be^ubiiclc teachers in it, 'to open the im* 
portint truths^ and inculcate the facred duties of 
religion. Under the old teflament there were 
•prophets, and under the new teftament there were 
apoftles, ordamed for this end : And Chrift has 
plaifily-fignrfied, that the order of religious teach- 
ers fhall be prefervcd, lintiF the fafnts fliall be gath- 
ered together in one body iii heaven. 

As in all ages there have been publiclc teachers 
of religion^ fo there have alfo been falfe teachers, 
who have affumed a facred charafter, and with cor- 
rupt views, have endeavoured to draw away difci- 
T[iles after them. There were falfe prophets among 
*the Jews : and Chrift and his apoftles have warned 
us, that there fliall be falfe teachers among Chrif- 
tiahs, who fliall privily brifig in dangerous herefies, 
'and corrupt men from the fimplicity of the gof- 
pel. ' 

*^ " • Qnr* 
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Our Saviour fays in the text, Beware of falfe 
prophets^ 'wbo^ come to you in Jheefi dotbingy but in^ 
ivardly they arj ravening wolves. 

But if they come in fhcep's clothing, howihall 
we diftinguifli them from fhecp : Chrift adds. By 
their fruits ycjhall know them. They may carry on 
the deception for a time ; but their corrupt difpofi- 
tions will, fooner or latter, betray them. Ohfcrvc 
their motions, and you will perceive the ferocity, 
wildnefs, and greedinefs of the wolf, notwithftand- 
ing the flolen fleece on their backs. 

My brethren, as this is a time when errour and 
wickednefs much abound ; when new and ftrange 
doftrines are taught ; and when teachers, of onz 
fort and another, are flarting up with pretenfions to 
guide fouls in the way to heaven ; it concerns you 
carefully to diltinguifh between true teadiers and 
corrupt feduccrs. That you may the more eafily 
guard againft the common danger, I fhall lay be- 
fore you, wiih great plainnefs, the marks by which 
falfe teachers are to be known* I ibali not apply 
thefe marks to any itd or denomination ; I ihali 
only point them out to you cxaftly as they lie in 
the fcriptures, and Ihall leave you to make the ap- 
plication, as you may find occafion. 

I. They who refufe to enter into office, in the 
way which the gofpel prefcribes, are to be rejefted : 
They have one plain mark of falfe teachers. As 
this is the grand mark of diftinftion,- 1 fliall confider 
it largely. 

Our Saviour iays, John x, i . He thai €ntereib 
not by the door into the Jheepfold^ but elimbeth up fame 
other way J the fame is a thief and a robber. Chrift 
m the door j not only the door by which the Jheep 

enter 
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enter into the fold, to enjoy the fiiepherd's care, as 
mentioned ver, 9, but alfo the door by which the 
Jhepherd enters to take the charge of the flieep ; 
as here reprefentcd. To enter by the door, is to 
enter by Chrift, and in- conformity to the order 
which he has appointed. The qualifications re* 
quifitc in publick teachers and the manner of induc- 
tion to the facred office, are pointed out in various 
parts of fcripture, and very particularly in Paul's 
epiftles to Timothy and Titus. It is there requir- 
ed, that they be men furniftied with competent 
knowledge and learning, efpecially in divine things j 
not novices — that they be found in faith ; not cor- 
rupters of the v^rord of God — that they be holy and 
blamelefs in their lives ; not chargeable with any 
vice — that they be men of general good report ; 
not of unknown, much lefs of infamous charafter— - 
and that they be tried and approved by the elders 
of the church ; not fuch asmflily intrude thcmfelves 
into office. 

The apoftle fays, Heb. v. 4. No man taketh this 
honor to himfelf^ but he only has a right to it, who is 
called of God J as was Aaron^ and his fons. How 
they were called, we arc informed in the 28th chap. 
of Exodus. They were confecrated* to the prieft- 
bood by Mofes, God*s minifler, who was command- 
ed ** to feparate that family from among the chil- 
dren of Ifrael, and to anoint, fanftify and confccratc 
them, that they might miniftcr in the prieft's of- 
fice. 

Speaking of the call of the Gentiles, Rom. x. 14. 
the apoftle afks, how jhall they hear without a 
preacher ? And how Jhall they preachy except they he 
lent ? There muft be 2. fending^ a regular mijfton^ to 
authorize them to preach the gofjd* Toax. 
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That the work of public teaching in the church 
is not common to e^ery Chrillian, who is pleafed to 
aflume it ; but peculiar to fo7ne^ to thofe who are 
ftTit^ and called thereto in the gofpel way, the apof- 
tle plainly inftrudls us in his epiftle to the Ephefians, 
chap. iv. and in his firft epiftle to the Corinthians, 
chap. xii. When Chriji afcended on high^ he gave gifts 
107nen ; and be gave Ibine apoPles ; fome prophets ; 
fome evangclifts ; and {omc. pa/iors and teachers, for 
the 'work of the miniftry^ and for the edifying of the 
body of Chriji. There were only fome to be teach- 
ers :• It was not intended tliat every one, w-ho lift- 
ed, (hould aft in this capacity, under pretence of 
. edifying the church. God has fet fonie in the 
church to officiate in this charafter \ . Jirjt apojlles ; 
then prophets ; and then teachers. Are ail apqjiles ? 
Are 2\\propheis? Are all teachers ? — By no means. 
If all the feveral parts of the body were one meinber, 
where weje the body ? And if all the members of the 
church ftiould aflume one office, where were the 
church ? All things are to be done decently and in 
order. 

. The apoftles themfclvcs received their commif- 
fion immediately from Chrift. In the time of his 
miniftry on earth, he gave to the twelve, and after- 
wards to thcfeventy difciple , an exprefs command 
to go and preach the kingdom of Gci among the 
Jews. After his reftirrcftion this commiffion was 
enlarged. Allpozver^ iiiys he, in heaven a?idin earth 
is given to me ; go ye therefore and ieacb all 7iations. 
Matth. xxviii. Though they had now received^ 
yet they were not furniflicd to execute this extenfive 
commiffion : Therefore Chrift adds, Tarry ye at Je- 
rufalem, exercifmg your miniftry there, until ye be 

endued 
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enduedfrdm on high-^for ycjhall be baptized with the 
Holy Chojlj 7iot many days hence. Accordingly, a- 
bout ten days after this, on the day of pentecoft, 
■when they were all affembled together (all thehun- 
dred and twenty difciples, who had corapanied' 
together all the time, that Chrifl went in and out 
among them ;. when ihefe were affembled 
together) the gift of tongues was beftowed upon 
them, as that of miracles had been before : And 
now they were fufniflied to preach the gofpel among 
all nations. As'thefe were ordained immediately 
by Chrift, fo they were authorized to ordain others. 
Paul was an apoftle,not by man,but by JcfasChrift j 
yet, after he received the gofpel, he prefumed not to 
prcich, until Ananias, who is fuppofed to have been 
obeofthefcventy difciples,came to him, & by anex- 
prefs command from Chrift, laid his hands on him, & 
told him, ^He was achofenveffeltobear Chrift'snamc 
among the Gentiles, as well as Jews. The miracle 
wh'ch Ananias performed, inreftoring Paul tohisfight, 
was an evidence of the authenticity of his commiflion. 
A^ix, 15,16, 17, i8.-Scchap.xxii. 12, 13^ 14, 15. 

Afterward, when Paul and Barnabas were about 
to carry the gofpel to the Gentiles, they were, by 
the.direftion of the Holy Ghoft, feparated to that 
work by the prophets and teachers in the church at 
Antioch, * who fafted and prayed, and laid their 
hands on them, and fctit them away.* Aftsxiii. i, 
2, 3. And thefe apoftles, as they went through 
various cities of the Gentiles, preaching the gofpel, 
and confirming believers, * ordained them elders in 
every chuixh, commending them, by fading and 
prayer, to the grace of God. Afts xiv. 23. 

Thefe ciders, who were ordained by the apoftles 
[ ^nd firft'miniftcrs, were at the fame Ume tolO^o^ vl^^ 



no 



to tranfrait the ofEce to others. Timothy was or- 
dained by the Maying on of the hands oftheprcf- 
bytery, iir the prefence of many witncflcs :' And 
the things, which he had received, the fame he was 
ordered to commit to faithful men, who fliould be 
able to ttach others alfo :' And he is folemnly cau- 
tioned to ' lay hands fuddenly on no man/ i epif- 
tle, V. 22 — 2 epiftle, ii. 2. And Paul fays to Ti- 
tus, who was a minifter in the ifland of Cfcte, * For 
this purpofe have I left thee in Crete, that thou 
mighteft ordain ciders in every city, as I bad ap- 
pointed thee.' Chap. i. 5. But why fliould Titus 
be left there to ordain elders, if the cldcrfliip might 
be affumed at pleafure, or be conveyed by private 
brethren ? There is not in all the gofpel hiftory, a 
fingle example of ordination, or recommendation to 
ti^ie wQi'k of the miniftry, by any other than the 
bifliops and elders of churches ; and to fuch only 
are given the direSions relating to this matter. 

We find alfo, that in cafe a complaint arifes ag^nft 
a minifler, it is to be referred, not to private breth- 
ren, but to elders or paftors of churches. To Timo- 
thy as a bifhop is this inftruftion given by Paul. 
Aga'mji an elder receive not an accufation^ but before 
t'-jco or three ivitn^h, i epiftle, v. 19. He is 
cautioned not to ordain any to the miniftry, but 
fuch as could bring a good report ; for when ohc 
deCrcs an office, it is incumbent on him to exhibit 
evidence of his qualifications. But againft one 
already in office a bare report is not to be received ; 
there muft be an accufation fupported by. two or 
three witneffes, to ejeft him from office, or bring him 
under cenfure. 

Every church has a right to choofe her own min- 
ifler ; 
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iftcr ; tut fhc cannot make a minifter. He muft 
be feparated to the work by the elders oi the 
churches. When it was judged ncceflary, that a 
certain number of meet perfons fhould be appointed 
to prefidc over the diftribution of the church flock, 
and the miniflration to the poor, the twelve apof- 
tles referred the choice to the multitude of the dif- 
ciples ; but the appointment and ordination they re- 
fcrved to themfclves. ' They called the mukitude 
of the difciples, and fiiid, Look ye out feven men of 
hdneft report, whom av may appoint over this bufi- 
ncfe : And they chofe feven, and fet them before 
the apoftlcs, who fafted and prayed and laid their 
hands on thetti.* A^Sts vi. 

A Chriftian church is compared to a houfliold, 
and to a city, in refpeft of the order and govern- 
ment, the peace ai:d unity, that ought to be pre- 
ferved in it. But if every man might affume the 
office of a teacher at plcafure, where would be ihe 
order and unity ? There would be the fume confa- 
fion and diftraftion, as in a ftate where every one 
claitned a right to exercife the powers of magiftra- 
cy. 

Toll fee then, that they, who take on them the 
office of teachers in the church, without fubmitting 
their call and qualifications to that mode of trial, 
■which the gofpcl has inftituted, are to be confidercd 
as intruders, and rcjeftcd as iinpollors ; for ther 
come not in by the door. Their efFcfted contempt 
of regular approbation betrays a confcioufnefs of 
their want of the qualifications which the gofpel re- 
quire;^, and indicates fuch arrogance, pride and prc- 
f umption, ag ought never to appear in one, who 
prqfcffes to have learnt the religion of the, vatck-wxic 
lowlv Jcfiis. 'W^ 



112 



The apoftle Peter, i epiflle, li. i . fpeaks of fomc 
felfe teachers, who privily bring into the Church 
damnable herefies, andfcduce many to follow their 
pernicious ways. Jude, fpeaking of the fame per- 
fbns, defcribes them as creeping in unawares ; in a 
fecret fubtle manner. This coming in privily^ and 
creeping in unawares^ anf^yers to our Saviour's dcf- 
cription of them, as not entering into the ftiecpfokl 
by the door^ but climbing w^fome other way. It cf- 
pecijally intends their afluming the office of teachers^ 
without the approbation of thofe, whom t^c gpfpel 
kas conftituted judges of their qualifications. The 
apoftle Jude illuftrates their charafter, by compar- 
ing them to the ancient Corabites. They have per* 
ijhed in the gainfaying of Corah. The rfory alluded 
to is in the i6th chap, of Numbers. Corah and his 
companions took upon them to offer incenfe, and 
cxercifc the fiinftions of the priefthood. They: 
murmured againft the family of Aaron, which had 
been confecrated to this holy fervice. They faid, 
* Ye take too much upon you feeing all the Gongr^er 
gation are holy, and the Lord is airiong them : 
Wlierefore lift ye up yourfelves above the congrc-* 
gation ?* They called ' the ftanding order* of min- 
ifters a tyranny, a ufurpation of rights common to, 
all the Lofd's people : They pretended^ that every 
man, who pleafed, might officiate in the priefthood. 
MJpfes fays, * God hath brought you near to liim to 
do the fervice of the tabernacle, and do you feek the 
priefthood alfo ? Ye take too much upon you, ye 
ions of Levi.* How their prefumption ilFued, you 
well remember. Now the apoftle fays, thefe falfc 
teachers, who crept into the church unwares, were 
giiihy oi the gainfaying; of Corah* They had af- 
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fumed the facred office like him, uncalled and un- 
authorized ; were guflty of his prciumption, and 
eypofed to his condemnation. 
' It will perhaps be faid, ' In the apoftles' time, 
there were fome, who had an immediate cdll from 
the Spirit to preach the gofpel ; and this may be 
the cafe ftill ; and if a man is moved by the Spirit, 
he muft obey.' 

But if the Spirit moves a man to preach the gof- 
pclj it will undoubtedly move him to aft conform- 
ably to the rules of the gofpel, and to feelc an in- 
troduftion to the work, in the manner which the 
gofpel prefcribes. The divine Spirit never diftares 
to the heart a line of conduft, which it has fgrbid- 
dcn in the word. They, who defpife and negleft 
the gofpeUmethod of introduftion to the facred of- 
fice, under pretence of fome inward motion, are 
not influenced by the Holy Spirit, but inff igated by 
a fpirit of a very different charafter. 

There is no inftance, in the new teftament, of 
any man's iffuming the office of a preacher merely 
on an internal cdW of the Spirit. The Holy Ghoft 
commanded Ananiais to go and declare to Paul, that 
he was chofen to preach Chrift's name: And the 
Holy Gholl fciid to the prophets and teachers at 
Anttech, Separate me Barnabas and Paul to the 
work, to which I have called them. But we find 
:o| not, that Paul or Barnabas, or any other of the 
primitive preachers, ran to the work before they 
Were fcnt, under pretence of an internal call of the 
Spirit, which no body knew but themfclvcs. lu 
tnc preCent day the tables are turned. It is the 
3t. preacher now who is direfted by the Spirit ; not 
£\ they who are to fet him apart to the work* If At 
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could be fuppofcd, that one might have fuch a fe- 
crct command from the Spirit, this is only evidence 
to himfelf : It will not warrant others to attend on 
him^ ; it can therefore anfwer no purpofe. What 
cndlefs confulion would follow from admitting fuch 
pretences ! Any man, who is diihoneft enough, 
may pretend fuch a call ; and who ftiall contradift 
him ? What order can there be in the church ? 
The man may be ignorant, immoral or heretical. — 
But who {hall judge, cenfurc and filence him ? He 
ftill pleads a call from the Spirit, and he will be 
judged by no man. 

If one pretends fuch a fpecial divine dircftion, as 
his warrant to preach, let him manifeft it by mira- 
cles ; as the apofiles manifefted their commiflion* 
Miracles have ceafcd, and fo have all immediate rev- 
elations ; and the man, who now pretends to them, 
is a dcfigning impoftor, or deluded enthufiaft. 

If fuch arrogant prctenfions fiiould be accompa-. 
nied, as they ufually are, with an open contempt of 
human learning, and of that Jludy and attendance 
on rcadin^y which Paul enjoins on the minifter, we 
mayjuftly fufpeft, they are held up as a fubititute 
for real qualifications, a cover for ignorance, and 
an excufe for lazinefs. 

In the apbftles' time, there were inftances of 
the Spirit's dcfignating the perfons to be ordained to 
the miniflry ; but it is evident, that this manner of 
defignation was not to be continued in the church, 
becaufe the Holy Ghoft has taken care to fumifh 
the church with (landing rules for her conduftiu 
this matter, Timothy, who was ordained by- the 
ciders of the church, is commanded to commit the 
fame oSacc which be had received, to faithful men^ 
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vho ihould be able to tcadi others. But how {hdlh 
Timothy know, who are thefe able, and faithful 
men ? Shall he ordain every man, who' fays, The 
Spirit moves him to preach ? Or will the Spirit im- 
mediately point out to Timothy the man who is tOi, 
be ordained ? No : He muft inquire into the quaU 
ifications of thofe who offer themfelves to the work. 
Paul fays to him, * If a man defire the office of a 
bifhop, he defireth a good work* A bifhop then' 
muft be blamclefs, fober, of good behaviour, apt 
to teach, not given to wine, not a novice ; moreover 
he muft have a good report of them that are with- 
out** Surely, if Paul had fuppofed, that the Spir- 
it would immediately and fupernaturally direft in 
thiis matter, he would not have inftru£led Timothy 
fo particularly, what qualifications he muft find in 
diofe, whom he ordained to be teachers in the- 
church. 

The inftruftions given " to Titus are the fame. 
* For this caufe I left thee in Cret^, that thou 
mayeft ordiiin elders in eveiy city, as I had appoint- 
ed thee : If any man be blamelefs, fober, juft, holy, 
temperate, holding faft the faithful- word, and a- 
ble by found doftrine to exhort, and to convince 
gainfayers.' 

■ Since the Spirit of God has given in the gofpcl, 
fufficicnt direftions concerning this matter j to 
thefc let us attend, and look for no other. 

It has been urged in favour of private brethren's 
teaching in the church, That " theapoftle fajs to 
the Corinthians, Te may allprophefy one by one^ that 
(Almay learn and bs comforted**^ i epiflle, xiv. 31. 

■But could he intend, that all the Chrijlians in 
Corinth might frophefy or preach ? By no mcaxva \ 
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for then we muft fuppofe that even wkncn were to^ 
commence preachers, if they pleafed, contrary to 
his exprefs inftru6iions both here, and in his iSrft 
epiftle to Timothy. By all he means all the proph- 
ets^ as will be evident, if you take the whole fen- 
tencc in its connexion. * Let the prophets fpeak, two 
or three, and let the other judge. If any thing be 
revealed to another that fitteth by, let the firft hold 
his peace ; for ye may all prophefy one by one.* 
In the Corinthian church there were many endued 
with fpijritual gifts ; who, being ambitious to dis- 
play their gifts, ufed to fpeak feveral at once, to the 
confuiion of one another, and of the whole aflem-* 
bly. To correft this diforder, the apoftle fays, 
* If any man fpeak, let it be by two; oCj at the 
moft, by three,' i. e. Let noc more than two or 
three fpeak in the fame meeting ; and let not thefe 
fpeak all at once, ' bur by courfe,' one after a- 
nother : ' Let t\it prophets fpeak two or three, in 
fucceflion, * 2^pd let the other judge/ VAnd if, 
while one is prophefy ing, any thing be revealed 
to another,' i. e. another prophet^ ' let the firft hold 
his peace/ Let the firft finifti his difcourfe, and 
ceafe from fpeaking, before the other begii^ ' For 
ye may all prophely one by one. If ye will ob- 
ferve order in your aflemblies, all the prophets may 
have opportunity to fpeak ; ye need not interrupt 
one another. And do not pretend, that ye are fa 
overpowered by the divine inflisience, that you can- 
not refrain, but muft immediately give vent ta the 
fervid ebulition* of grace ; * for the fplrits of the 
prophets are fubjeft to the prophets.' God is not 
the author of confuiion, but of peace, as in all the 
churches of the faints/ PropbetA were an order of 

public 
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public teachers in the primitive church : Thefe only 
arc the perfoas, who theapoftle fays, may all proph- 
efy. The words therefore, far from allowing, 
plainly forbid private Chriflians to ftart up and 
teach in religious aflcmblies. 

I will mention another paffage, wb'ch has been 
fometimcs perverted to juftify private brethren in 
alTuming the office of teachers. At the thiie of Ste- 
phen's martyrdom, there 'Luas great perfecution a^- 
%ainft the churchy which i£as at Jerufalem^ and they 
were all fcattered abroad through the regions of %- 

dea and Samaria^ except the apojlles. And they^ 

ibat^^ere fcattered abroad^ we^it every where preach* 
ing the word. Aflts 8. 

But are we to fuppofe th^t the all, who were 
fcattered abroad, were all the members of the Church 
in Jerufalem, and that all thefe went every whciO 
preaching ? This would be abfurd ; for then, w.c 
muft fuppofe the women turned preachers. The 
church at Jerufalem was, at this time, very large. 
^ye read of three thoufands at one time, and five 

Ithoufands at another, converted to the Chriilian 
faith; befidcs other confiderable acccffions. A 
great proportion of thefe were in and about Jerufa^ 
Ilcm. That all the believers in this city Ihould go 
forth to. preach, is not fuppofable : So many were 
not needed, nor could fo many be employed, in the 
regions of Judea and Sanjaria, and the other places 
vhither they went \ for they preached to Jews 
only. And if the fire of perfecution was fo hot that 
no profefltd believer could live in Jerufalem, why 
Vcre not the apoftles fcattered among the reft ? 
It is certain that the church in Jerufalem was not 
I ^fpprfcd J for ftill there were in Judea brethren and 
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opojlles ; and in the city there were idevout ni^n^ whi 
carrkd Stephen to his lurial ; and difciples to whom 
Paul ejayed to join himfdf^ after he came from Da- 
mafcus. Yea, we are exprefsly told, that when 
they, who, by this pcrfecution, were fcattered a- 
broad, had gone as far as Phcnice, Cyprus and 
Antioch, preaching the word with fuccefs, tidings of 
ihefe things came to the ears of the church ivhich was 
in yertffalsm. Afts vi'n. 2— ix. 26 — xi. i, 19,22. 

Since there were ftill brethren with the apoftlesj 
and fince we ftill find in Jerufalem devout men^ difci^ 
pies and a church ; the all^ who were fcattered a- 
broadj cannot be all the Chrijliam or believers in the 
city. 

Who then were thefe all? Doubtlefs they were 
the hundred and tivcnty difciples^ who had compauied 
together, while Chrifl: went in and out among 
them ; and on whom the Holy Ghofl: had lately 
fallen. Thefc are mentioned in the firft and fecond 
chapters of the Acts, and are, once and again, called 
the all. Thefe were affembled together, when a 
fucceiTor to Judas was elefted. They were ^//to- 
gether in one place on the day of pentecoft. On 
thefe the Holy Ghoft was flied forth, and cloven 
tongues, like as of fire, fat on each of them. They 
were all filled with the Holy Ghoft and fpake with 
tongues. 

Grotius, Lightfoot, and Whitby^ fay, thaf * theyall^ 
who were now filled with the Holy Ghoft, were 
all the hundred and twenty.* This appears to have 
been a received opinion in the ancient church. 
yerom^ Chryfoflon\ and Oecumeniusy obferve, that 
' the Holy Ghoft fell on the hundred and twenty . 
to complete the prophecy of Joel.' Whitby fays. 
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* It was not the whole churcb, or body of the laity, 
that was fcattered abroad, but the hundred and 
eight, who were full of the Holy Ghoft ; the perfe- 
cution aiming chiefly at thofe, who were fiich as 
Stephen was. * 

Thefe were now plainly authorized to preach the 
gofpel, having, in a publick manner, received this 
fupernatural gift, and being, according to Chrift's 
promife, endued with power from on high ; and 
therefore, when they were fcattered from Jcrufalcm, 
they went every where preaching the word. 

But whoever thefe preachers are fuppofed to be, 
one thing is undeniable ; they were endued with 
miraculous gifts and powers, which were the pub- 
lick feal of their divine coramiffion. For it is ex- 
prefsly faid, Afts xi. ^i, ' The Hand of the Lord 
"Was with them.* This phrafe is, more than once, 
ufcd by Luke for the fnpcmatui-al and miraculous 
gifts of the Spirit. When Peter and John and their 
company prayed, tliat God would Jlretch out his 
Hand to heal and to enable them to dofigns and 
wonders in Chriji*s name ; they in anfwer to their 
prayer, were filled with ihe Holy Ghojl. Afts iv. 
30, 31. Thefe men went forth to preach with a 
publick warrant from .iieaven. Their example, 
therefore, will by no means juftify private Chrif- 
tians, who have no fuch waiTant, in going every 
where to preach the word. If any, defpifmg the 
ordinary raiflion appointed by God, plead an ex- 
traordinary commiflion to preach every where, let 
them fliew the extraordinary evidences of this com- 
miiSon by miraculous gifts and aj(fiftances. God 
never fends men to do his work, without fome tef- 

timony 
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timony fufiicicnt to juflify others in receiving 
them.* 

It rauft, by this time be manifcft to you, that bo 
man can claim a right to officiate in' the cbarafter ol 
a miniftcr or teacher in the church, until he has 
been approbated and recommended to the work by 
the ciders of churches. 

I fhall now flicw, that whenever miniftcrs oi 
preachers travel into parts, in which they are nol 
known, ihcy ought to carry with them competent 
credentials j and that no man has a right to aft. 
and Chriftians have no right to receive a man, in 

this 

* It has been afked, < What evidence we have, that Apollos, bo 
fore he was received in the charadler of a ChriHian preacher, had 
been approved by the elders of churches/ It is fufficicat to anfwer 
We have evidence from tiie rule and pradlice ef the apoftles air 
ready illuftrated. 

Wc arc not. to expevSl a particular account of every ordination 
any more than of every baptifm, in the church : and in neithei 
cafe can the (ilcnce of fcripturc, in certain inflances, be urged as .ai 
argument againf^ aneflablidied ufage. 

There is no evidence that Apoiius acSted as a ChriHian preachei 
in the church, much lei's, that he was acknowledged in this charac- 
ter, before he received regular apprcfbation. When he firft came t( 
Ephefus, Ad^s xviii. he knew the way of the Lord, only as far m 
John's baptifm, or dodlrine, had led him. He knew that the king 
dom of heaven, or the time of the Mefliah*s appearance, was no^ 
come. But that Jcfus of Nazareth was this Me(&ah, had rifcn fron 
the dead, and (lied down the miraculous gifts of the Spirit* he ha< 
not been inftrii<-lcd. He firft began to fpcak in the Jcwifli fyna 
gogue, piobably, as many others die*, by invitattun orpermilfion o 
the ruler of the fynagogue. Hf fpakc not as a Chiiflian preachei 
but rather as a learned and pious Jew, who was looking for redemp 
tion in Ifracl. For it is exprcfsly remarked, that be k neve only ib 
haptifm ofjabn, Aquila, who had been inftrudted by Paul, and whon 
Paul left at Ephefus, when he went from thtnce, and whom fom 
fappofe to have been ordained a preacher by this apoftle, perceivin; 
that Apollo* knew only the dodtrine of John^ * took him, and ex 
pounded to him the way of the Lord more ptrft(Slly. And accord 
ingly we find, that when Apollos went to Achaia, ' he helped th 

believer*. 
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lis facred charafter, unlcfs he exhibits fufficicnt 
iliraony of his being veiled with it. This is a 
ift conclufion from the pofition already proved ; 
id is farther evident from the uniform praftice in 
le apoftles' times. 

Paul, after he had preached Chrift for fome 
me in Damafcus, went to Jerufalem, and eflayed 
) join himfelf to the difciples there : But they 
ere aU Jifraid of him, and believed not that he 
as a difciple. Afts ix. So cautious were they not 
) receive one, who had not given them fufEcient 
rfdence of the truth of his pretenfions. But Bar- 
ibas took him and brought him to the apoftles, 
le proper judges in cafes of this nature, and de- 
ared to them, how Paul had feen Chrift in the 
ay, and how he had preached boldly at Damafcus 

the name of Chrift ; and on this teftimony of 
amabas, who was himfelf a miniftcr of Chrift, 
icy received him j and he was with them, coming 

in 

lierers. and mightily convinced the Jews, (hewing from the 
riptores, that Jefus was the Cbriil.^ Before he vrent into Achaia, 
he brethren* in Ephefus ^ wrote to the difciples, exhorting them 

receive him.' As there were now many believers, fo dnubtlefs 
ere were alfo elders or minifters inEphefus. We find, not long 
ter this, A&s xx. that there was a number of elders in that city, 
bo bad the overHght of the church there ; that they had been 
icrc for fome time, and had been acquainted with Pauls mioiOry, 
romtbefirA day that he went into Afia/ It is certain then that there 
ere elders in Ephefus, as early as the time when ApoIIos was there.* 
hefe probably were the brethren, or at leafl among the brethren, 
ho recommended him to the difciples in Achaia. For brethren is 
term often ufed for elders of the church. U is by no means fup- 
)&ble that ApoUos fliould be known to none but private ChriHIans. 
) learned and eloquent a man, who had read and fpoken openly 

the fynagogue, and been inflrudled by Aquila. would certainly 
inome acquainted with the ciders. If he was known to them, 
xibtlefs they concurred in this recommendation; and if they re* 
nunendedhim, they had previoufly approved him in the charao- 
tin which he went to Achaia. 

L 
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in and going out at Jcrufalem. You will obferv 
he affociated with the apojiles. He did not (hi 
them : He fubmitted to be examined and judge 
by them ; and being accepted, he conforted u 
co-operated with them. How differently he coi 
dufted from impoftors and deceivers, who choofi? i 
avoid the company of the regular minifters • 
Chrift ! 

In the apoftolick times, the preachers of the gc 
pel, when they travelled from place to place, ca 
ricd with them written credentials. Paul fays. 
Cor. iii. Need we^ as fome others ^ letters of commi 
dation from you^ or epiflles of commendation to ym 
Tc are our eptjile^ known and read of all men. H 
wcrds import, that others^ that ininifters in genera 
when they travelled beyond the circle of their a 
qnaintance, had occafion for letters of commend 
tion, although he himfelf was, by this time, knoy 
fo univerfally in the churches, and efpecially 
Corinth, that he needed no fuch letters. 

Judas and Silas are very particularly recommen 
ed to the church in Antioch by the apoftles, eldci 
and church in Jerufalem. Afts xv. 25. They a 
called * chofen men ; men who had hazarded th< 
lives for the name of Chrifl,* and whofe inform 
tion might be received with full credit. ' Ai 
they, being prophets alfo themfelves^ exhorted t 
brethren with many words.* Verfe 32. 

When Timothy went from Philippi to Corint 
to carry Paul's fu-ft epiftle to the Corinthians, Pai 
in the epiftle which he fent by him, recommen 
him as a minifter, in thefe words ; chap. xvi. 
Timothy come, fee that he may be among y 
without fear; for he worketh the work of Gc 

as 
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as I alfo do. Let no man therefore defpife him/ 
He recommends him alfo to the Theflalonians. 
I epiftle, iii. 2. ' We have fenc Timotheus our 
brother, and minifter of God, and our fellow- la- 
bourer in the gofpel of Chrift to eftablifli you. ' 

When Paul was at Rome, he wrote a letter to 
the Ephefian Chriftians, and fent it by the hand of 
Tychicus ; and, that they might receive Tychicus 
without diftruft, Paul thus recommends him ; 
* That ye may know my affairs, and how I do, 
Tychicus, a beloved brother, and faithful minifter 
in the Lord, fliall make known to you all things, 
whom I have fent unto you for the fame purpofe.' 
Chap. vi. In like manner he recommends him to 
the Coloffians in his letter to them. * All my ftate 
{hall Tychicus declare, who is a beloved brother, 
faithful minifter and fellow-fcrvant hi the Lord. 
Chap. iv. 

He commends Timothy and Epaphrr^litus to the 
Pliilippians. Chap. ii. ' I truft to fend Timotheus 

fliortly unto you Ye know the proof of him, 

that, as a fon with the father, he had ferved with 

me in the gofpel And I fuppofed it ncceffary to 

fend to you Epaphroditus my brother and compan- 
ion in labour and fellow-foldier — I fend him — re- 
ceive him in the Lord with all gladnefs, and hold 
fuch in reputation.' 

Paul tells the Coloffians, chap. iv. i o, that * con- 
cerning Marcus, fifter's fon to Barnabas, they had 
already received commandment ; and if he came to 
them, they were to receive him.' 

When the eloquent, learned, and fervent A pol- 
ios, who had fpoken boldly at Ephefus, and taught 
diligently the way of the Lord, was difpofcd to pafs 

into 
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into Achaia, the brethren wrote, exhorting the dif- 
ciples to receive him. A£ls xviii. 

John, in his third epiflle, recommends Demetri- 
us, as one who had a good report of all men, and of 
the truth itfelf ? and as one, of whom he could him-> 
fclf bear tcftimony with great confidence. 

Peter, in his firft cpiftle, which he wrote to the 
Jewiih Chriftians, difperfed through the provinces 
of Afia, faild not to malce honourable mention of 
Sylvanus, who carried the epiflle to them. * By 
Sylvanus, a faithful brother, have I written^' 

Yea, we find, not only minifters, but private 
Chridians, recommended to the fellowfhip of iaiots. 
Paul commends Onefimus to the Coloflians, as a 
faithful and beloved brother ; and Phebe to the 
Romans, as a member of the church in Cenchrca, 
and exhorts them to receive her. 

But I have already dwelt too long on this argu« 
ment. I am fure, it muft by this time, be exceed- 
ingly plain to you all, that we ought not only to 
rqeA thofe, who without regular approbation, I^vc 
aiiumed the office of teachers in the church ; but 
cautioufly to dyoidijlrangers^ who, while they pre- 
tend to be minifters, exhibit no proper credentials 
of their minifterial, or even Chrifttan charaAer, and 
of their regular f landing in the church of Chrift. 
The church in Thyatira is fevcrely reproved by 
Chrift himfelf, ^ becaufe fhe fuffcred thofe to teach, 
who called themfelves prophets ;* but, that they 
were fuch, gave no better evidence, than their own 
word. On the other hand, the church in Ephefua 
is commended, becaufe ihe could not bear them 
who were evil ; and tried them who faid they were 
apoftles, but were not, and found tbeim liars. Reve- 
lations ii. 2, ao. From 



From the preceding obfcrvations it appears, that 
in tlic primitive church there were two forts of min- 
iftcrs ; extraordinary^ as apoftles, prophets and e- 
vangelifts ; and ordinary^ as paftors and teachers. 
The former who were employed in fpreading the 
gofpel and planting churches in the world, were en- 
dued with miraculous powers, by which they were 
enabled, as well to authenticate, as to execute, their 
extraordinary comraiflion. This fort of minifters, 
and this kind of evidence were to continue, only fo 
long as the ftate of the church required them. 
When the canon of revelation fhould be com- 
pleted, ' then prophefies were to fail, tongues were 
to ceafe, and knowledge,* as an immediate, fuper- 
natural gift, 'was tovanifli away, i Cor. 13, 8. 

The latter^ or ordinary minifters, were ftated paf- 
tors, who laboured in word and doflrine, lor 
the edification of the churches, over which they 
were made overfeers. Thefe appear not to have 
generally poiTefled miraculous powers. Tliey were 
toprove their miniflerial authority by ordinary evi- 
dence ; as by a folemn feparation to their work 
before many \\itnefres ; and, when occafion re- 
quired, by a recommendation from known miuifters 
or churches. This order of religious teachers is to 
continue in the church to the end of the world. 
Eph. iv. II, 13. 

All minifters muft now appear in one or other of 
thefe charafters. If they come as ordinary teach- 
ers, they are to exhibit the ordinary evidence of 
having been regularly approbated to their v/ork^ 
and of their good ftauding in the church. If they 
come as extraordinary minifters, pretending to be 
fupcmaturally called to, and endued for their work> 

1 ^v^d 
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and hence claiming an authority to go every where - 
preaching the word, let them produce the great, 
divine feal of their high commiffion by inconceftiA 
ble miracles. Othcrwife we are not to receive 
them, nor bid them, God fpecd. 

It may be alked, * What if a minifter regulariy 
ordained, (hould afterwards become grofsly heret- 
ical, negligent or immoral ? Is he not to be called 
afalfe teacher ? — Rather perhaps he is to be call- 
ed a corrupt, wicked, or flothful fervant. His guilt 
is not adiforderly intrufion into office, but a crim- 
inal pervcrfion of, and unfaithfulnefs in his office. 
He is not, however, by any means to be tolerated 
in his wickcdnefs ; but the meafures prefcribed in 
the gofpel arc to be applied for his amendment. 
In cafe of contumacy, or incorrigiblenefs, he is to 
be rejefted by a publick fentence of the elders of 
churches. Until trial and conviftion he is in regu- 
lar ftanding for r o man is to be condemned without 
trial. If in the introduftion of minifters gofpel or- 
der is obferved, as it generally is in our ftarrding 
churches, there is little danger, that one grofsly vi- 
cious, oreffcntially erroneous, will long be retained 
in office, becaufe he will be fubjeft to trial and cen- 
fure. But if every man may, at pleafure, affijme 
the miniflerial office, and run whither he lifts ; and 
people will countenance the affumption, by attend- 
ing his miniftrations, wherever he goes, there can 
be no fecurity. For who fliall difplace from office 
the man who claims an independent right to affume 
and retain it ? He will fubmit to no judicature ; he 
will fpurn every admonition and cenfure ; difcard- 
ed in one place, he will carry his impofitions to 
another j and none knows where the mifchief will 

end. 
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end. Thofe Chriftians, who imprudently follow 
and encourage vagrant, unknown, unrecommended 
teachers, do their utmofl: to fubvert the difcipline of 
the churches, and to break down the barriers which 
the gofpel has placed againft the irruption of igno- 
rance, err our and vice. Chriji*sjheep will notfoU 
low arranger ; they will flee from bim^for tkey know 
mt the voice ofjirangers. 



DISCOURSE II. 

1 PROCEED now to point out to you fome 
other marks of falfe teachers. On thefe I ihall not 
have occafion greatly to enlarge. 

II. Our Saviour tells us, Falfe prophets come in 
jkeep's clothings but inwardly they are ravening 
wolves. Ye ftiall know them by their fruits.* 

They will make great profejjions^ and perhaps, for 
a while, exhibit fome plaufible appearance of hu- 
mility, peaceablenefs, meeknefs, and indifiei^ence to 
the world. They will declare, that they have no 
party defigns, fmifter views, orfelfifh aims ; that they 
arc oiily foliciious to promoteyourfpiritual i& eternal 
intcreft ; while their real intention is to divide, fcat- 
tcr & devour you. You may poffibly be deceived 
at firfl by their fair pretenfions, & be carried away 
by their diiliraulation. But obferve them careful- 
ly, & you will foon be undeceived. Suppofe, they 
mould meet with oppofition, or provocation, or be 



138 

III! ■ ■— 11< 

difappointed in their views ; then fee whether tHey 
retain the lamb-like gentlenefs of which they boafted. 
No : You may now begin to difcern the wolf : 
Now they betray their pride, paffion and refent- 
ment : Now they break you into parties, that they 
may catch fome of you. They may appear modeft 
and diffident at firft ; but fuppofe, they fhould find 
their influence increafed by the number of their ad- 
herents and followers ; then fee whether they arc 
fo moderate in their views ; whether they are con- 
tent with fmall things ? No : They will leap into 
one fold and another for new prey. A good fhep- 
herd attends to his own proper charge : The wolf 
is a rapacious, prowling animal: Not fatisfied with 
taking out of one flock, he roams from flock to flock, 
and can never have enough. 

HI. Falfe teachers bring in dangerous herefies 
privily, unawares, and with cunning craftinefs. 
Eph. iv. 14. 2 Peter, ii. i. Jude iv. 

It is not every erroneous doftrine that marks one 
to be an impoftor. In this imperfeft ftate an en- 
tire uniformity of fentiment is not to be expeftcd. 
In thofe differences of opinion which affeft not the 
effence of religion, candour and forbearance will 
take place among the virtuous and difceming. Er- 
rours, which mar the fubftance, and defeat the dc- 
fign of the gofpel, ought to awaken the concern, 
and warm the zeal of a Chriftian. To draw with 
precifion the line, -and mark with exaflnefs the 
boundaries between thefe different kinds of errours, 
will undoubtedly be a matter of difficulty. Though 
the extremes may be glaring, yet where the fhades 
mingle, it is a nice eye that can difcriminate. But 
whatever may be the errours taught, craft &ar:ificc 

in 
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111 teaching them are always to be condemned.— 
The man who aflbmes the charafter of a Cbri/iian 
teacher, will not openly avow doftrines direftly 
and palpably fubverfive of the gofpel ; for among 
Chriftians, thefe doftrines, in their naked and un- 
difguifed form, will not be received. The facred 
writers, therdFore, make a fubtil and infidious niari''. 
ner of propagating errours, no lefs than the errours. 
thcmfelves, a mark of impoftors. Of the artifice 
with which they proceed the gofpel has given us 
warning. They ufually begin with fmaUer er-. 
rours, and gradually advance to greater. They 
open not thcmfelves fully at once, but with cautio.a 
and rcferve. They will not alarm you by calling 
in queftion the grand principles and doftrines of re- 
ligion : They rather choofe to lead you on gently, 
ftep by ftep, from one errour to another. The a- 
poule tells Timothy, * Evil men and feducers wax 
worfe and worfe, deceiving and being deceived.' 
In this refpeA he compares them to the firit de- 
ceiver. CL Cor. X. Speaking of falfe apoftles, he 
feys, * They are deceitful workers, transforming 
thexixfelves into the apodles of Chrill, ajid into 
miniiters of righteoufnefs, even as Satan himfelf was 
transformed into an angel of light.' He exprefletii 
lus concern for the Corinthiansa ^ Left, as the fcr- 
pent beguiled Eve through his fubtilty, fo their 
minda Ihould be corrupted from the fimplicity, that 
i$ in Chrift.* The ferpent beguiled Eve, not by 
bold and du-eft temptations, but by fly and artful 
enticements. He firft enquires, whether God had 
forbidden the ufe of every tree. When he was 
told, that there was a grant of ^// the trees except 
Wf which was guarded with a threatening ojf 

death 
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death ; he replies, * Yc fliall not furely die.' 
There is not that danger, which you apprehend. 
He next intimates fome peculiar advantage in eat- 
ing of this particular tree. ' Your eyes Ihall be 
opened, and ye fliall be as gods, knowing good 
and evil* Probably he infinuates, that he was an 
angel of light fent from heaven to take off the rc- 
ftraint. Thus, by degrees feduced, the woman 
cafl: a longing eye on the fruit : The fight inflam- 
ed her defire : Thrs, concurring with his fuggefl:- 
ions, prevailed on her to take and eat. 

In like manner the minifters of Satan are cautious 
not to fl:artle men at firfl: by too bold fuggeftions. 
They will affeft, in moft points, to conform to the 
minifters of righteoufnefs ; to think as they think, 
or not greatly to differ from them ; and only to 
ferve the fame important intefeft;, which they arc 
ferving. They will fuit themfelves to all compa- 
nies ; and, as the apofllc fays, * their word will be 
yea, and nay ;' one thing or another, juft: according 
to the humours and notions of the people they con- 
verfe with ; until, they imagine, they have gained 
their confidence, and feduced them fo far, that it is 
impoflible to renew them again to . repentance : 
Then Thc;)r^^xdll venture more boldly to difcover 
their fentiments and open their defigns. 

IV. Unruly and vain talkers and deceivers arc 
defcribed as privately tampering with people of Icfs 
knowledge and difcernment, becaufe thefe arc more 
cafily deluded. * 

They choofe not, in the firfl: inftance, to prac- 
tife on thofe who are of full age, and who, by rea- 
fon of ufe, have their fenfes exercifed. to difcern 
both good and evil. They flxun fucb, lefl: their de- 
figns 
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figns fhould be difcovered, and their errours ex- 
pofed. They rather attempt to feduce the young, 
the weak, the wavering, the difcontented ; that, 
having gained thefe, they may more eafily make 
inipreffions on the minds of thofe who are connect- 
ed with them. The old ferpent firfl: applied to Eve, 
whom having feduced, he by her influence drew 
the man into difobedience. The fame artifice is 
prafticed ftill. Corrupt teachers, we are told, 
* beguile unjiable fouls ;' and ' creep into houfes 
and lead captive^/Z/K i^omeriy laden v\ ith fins, and 
led away with divers lufts, ever learning, and never 
able to come to the knowledge of the truth ;' 
thus * they fubvert ivhole houfes^ teaching things, 
which they ought not, for filthy lucre^s fake/ In 
this fenfe they are faid ' to follow the way, and to 
hold the doftrine of Balaam,* who taught Balak to 
caft a ftumbling-block before the children of Ifrael 
by feducing them to marry the daughters of Moab, 
that by this idolatrous connexion, they might be 
enticed to eat things facrificed to idols. 2 Peter, 
2, 14, 15. — 2 Tim. iii. 6. — Titus, i. 11. — and 
Rev. ii. 14, compared with Numb. xxv. i, 2. 

V. Another mark of falfe teachers is an implac- 
able malignity againft the ftanding, regular miniflers 
of the gofpel. 

Read the epiftle of Jude, and Paul's epiftle to 
the Corinthians and Galatians, and you will fee 
this fpirit to be charafteriftick of them. They not 
only cenfure fome unworthy chairafters, but declaim 
againft the whole order, and fparc no pains to in- 
fiife into people's minds prejudices againfl all that 
belong to it. Jude fays of thofe ungodly men, who, 
in his day^ had crept in unawares \ ^ They fpeak 
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evil of things, which they know not' — flandcr min- 
ifters and churches, with which they arc utterly 
unacquainted. * They defpife dominion and fpeak 
evil of dignities/ The falfe apoftlcs reproached 
Paul, not only as a man of dimmutivc figure and 
contemptible fpcech, but as one that was carnal, 
walked after the flefh, and preached only for wa- 
ges. But they commended themfelves, as making 
the gofpel free, and as preaching only from love to 
fouls, without a defu-e of worldly gain. And what 
was their aim ? — The apoftle tells us ; and he was 
well acquainted with them. ' They zealoufly affeft 
you, but not well : Yea, they would exclude wr, 
that ye may affeft /^^;;/.* Gal. iv. 17, marg. Their 
hypocritical pretenfions of making the golpel with- 
out charge, and their perpetual clamour againft 
Paul for taking wages of the churches, were the rea- 
fons, why he fo often and fo largely ftated and 
proved the right of minifters to live by the gofpel, 
and the obligation of Chriftians to fupport them. 
But while he claimed a right to a liberal mainte- 
nance, he tells the Corinthians, he had waved this 
right among them> taking wages of other churches 
to do them fervice.* And this he did, on charita- 
ble and prudential reafons, * that he might cut off 
occafion from the falfe apoftles, who defired occa- 
fion, that wherein they gloried, they might be found 
even as he.* They gloried, as falfe teachers moft 
commonly do, in making the gofpel free : But Paul 
fays, They are *'deccitftil workers/ He afted o- 
penly and without difguifc. He afferted his r/jA/, 
but remitted the exercife of it in Corinth. They 
were vain talkers and deceivers ; they denied the 
rights and yet exercifed itia a furreptitious man- 

ncr. 
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ncr. While they gloried ia preaching freely, they 
aftually took of the Corinthians lo extravagantly, 
that they even * devoured them, and brought them 
into bondage.' And yet there were fome in Co- 
rinth, who, while they joined in the clamour a* 
gainft Paul as an hireling, would patiently bear any 
thing, and every thing from thefe deceivers. 

* Have I committed an offence, fays he, becaufc I 
preached to you the gofpel of God freely ?' — ^ But 
ye fuffer fools gladly ; for ye fuffcr, if a man bring 
you into bondage ; if a man devour you ; if a man 
take of you ; if a man exalt himfelf ; if a man 
fmitc you on the face/ But how did thefe deceit- 
ful workers carry on their dcfign of taking wages, 
while they pretended to have none ? It feems they 
employed accomplices to take, or rather extort gifts 
for them : And then, to cover the artifice more 
deeply, and prevent a fufpicion of their privity, 
they accufed Paul of this duplicity. But he utterly 
difavows it, and appeals to the Corinthians for the: 
falfity of the charge. He fays, ' I was not burden- 
fomc to you ; — for I fcek not yours, but you— 
very gladly wUi I fpend and be fpent for you.' — 

* But be it fo ; I did not burden you, yet being 
crafty, I caught you with guile.' i. e. Thefe de- 
ceitful workers, confcious of their own artifice, will 
fay, * Though I did not burden you myfelf, yet I 
craftily employed others to take of you for me.* 
He deipffes the infinuation. ' Did I make a gain of 
you by any of them whom I fent t6 you ? I defired 
Titus, and with him I fent a brother. Did Titus 
make a gain of you ? Walked we not in the fame 
fpirit, and in the fame fteps ?' Paul * renounced 
the hidden things of diflionefty, not walking 

M va 
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io craftiaefs. — ' But thcfc deceivers, * through 
covetoufnefs, with feigned words made merchan- 
dijse of their hearers/ i Con ix. and 2 Cor. x. J^ 
and feq. and 2 Peter, ii. 3. ^ 

. This leads me to notice another mark which the 
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apodle mentions. 

VI. This fort of teachers arc guided by no //w, 
and confined to no meafure ; but run from place 
to place, enter into other men's labours, and build 
on other men's foundation. 

Wherever the apofllcs came preaching the gof- 
pcl, they exhibited full evidence, as of their gene- 
ral commiflion, fo of their particular warrant \o 
preach in that place. When any fought a proof 
of Chrift fpeaking in Paul, he was able to anfwer, 
' The figns of an apodle have been wrought among 
you — and we have been thoroughly made manifeft 
among you in all things.' He fays to the Corin- 
thians, ' We dare not make ourfelves of the num- 
ber, nor compare ourfelves with fome who com— 
mend themfelves — We dare not imitate the arro- 
gance and oflentation of your falfe apofUes. * W 
will not boafl of things without our meafure, bu 
according to the meafure of the rule which Go 
hath diflributed to us, a meafure to reach cv 
unto you. For we ftretch not ourfelves beyond 
nor boaft of things without our meafure, that is, o 
other men's labours : But we have hope, when your 
faith is increafed, that wxfhallbe enlargecTbyyou 
according to our rule, Xo preach the gofpel in th 
regions beyond you; and not to boaft, in anothc: 
man's line, of things made ready to our hand. 
2 Cor. X. 12 — 16. How different was Paul's con— 
dufi from that of thcfc falfe apoftles ? They conic: 
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(hew no commiifion to preach to tlie Corinthian*, 
nor indeed any where clfe : But he could manifcfl: 
his apoftolick commiffion, and his particular war- 
rant to preach in Corinth ; for when^he was or- 
dained to preach to the Gentiles, a meafure was af- 
figned him which included Achaia. They moved 
by no line, by no rule, but leaped from one church 
to another : He went on orderly in preafching the 
gcrfpcl and planting churches among the Gentiles, 
from Judea through ail the inteijacent provinces,un- 
til he came to Corinth j and he hoped ftiU to pro- 
ceed farther according to his line. They only came 
and perverted thofe churches, where the faith had 
been already preached, and fo could only boaft of 
things made ready to their hands ; inftcad of 
founding churches, they only formed fefts out of 
churches already founded : He preached the gof- 
pel where no other apoftle had before been cm- 
ployed J and erefted churches, not as feparate par- 
ties, but only as provinces of Chtift's general king- 
dom, that there might be no fcliifm in the body. 
He fpeaks to the fame purpofe in his letter to the 
Romans. • I will hot dare to fpcakof,* oraffume 
tomyfelf, ^ any of thofe things, which Chrift hath 
»ot wrought by me.' — * Yea, fo have I ftrived to 
preach the gofpel, not where Chrift is named, left I 
ihould build on another man's foundation. Rom. 
XV. 18, 20. 

Minifters, you fee, are to have their refpeftive 
lines and meafures, within which they muft move. 
They are not to be * clouds without water, driven 
about with wind' in every direftion : but clouds 
fraught with heavenly treafures, and advancing in 
a Ready courfc over the thirfty ground. * Their 
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doftrine fliould drop as the rain, and diftil as the 
dew, as the fmall rain, on the tender herb, and the 
ihowers on the grafs.* They are not to be ' wan- 
dering ftars,* but ftars confined in their appointed 
orbits, 1 hey are not to crofs each other's lines, 
and interfere in their motions ; but, like the heav- 
enly fyftem, to run, each in his proper circuit, a- 
round the common centre. They are to contri- 
bute, each in his fphere, to the general order and 
harmony. They are to be fellow- workers to the 
kingdom of God, Paul charges the elders of the 
church, that they take heed to the flock, over 
which the Holy Ghoft has made them overfeers, to 
feed the church of God,* Afts xx, 1 8, The cau- 
!H?n given by Peter, * Be ye not bufy-bodies in 
other men's matters,' is peculiarly applicable to, 
and perhaps efpecially intended for minifters, whom 
he particularly addrefles in the precedent and fub* 
fequent verfes. The original phrafe literally im- 
ports, Let none qfyou — a^ as a bijhop in amtber^s 
province, i Peter, iv. 15, It is a plain mark of a 
falfe teacher, to enter upon, and pull down other 
men's works, that he may build on their ground : 
To ftretch himfelf beyond his meafure, or to move 
without any line of direAion, In this refpeA Peter 
and Jude compare the corrupt teachers, in that day, 
to clouds hurled about with a tempcft— to raging 
waves of the fea — to floating meteors, of ftrong, 
but tranfient glare, to which is referved the black- 
nefs of darknefs forever,* VII. 

• The prophet Tfaiah, chap, xxx, verfe ao, fays, " Tbina tye» 

Jhall fee tby teacbers. This is a hicfling peculiarly promifcd to the 

church of i^ra;/, after (he had furmounted her greated trials j and 

therefore mofl properly belongs to the fpi ritual Ifrael, or gofpel- 

church ; whofc teachers fliould not dwell, like the Lcvites, in fep- 

aratc 
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VII. They are confidered by the apoflles as 
falfe teachers, who caufe divifions and offences in 
the churches of Chriff. 

The gofpel every where inculcates peace and 
unity among Chriftians ; and reprcfents reparations 

and 

arate cicies, but in the midfl of her, fo that (he might y^r them, be 
converfiiat with them, know their ability and fidelity in their ofKce, 
have their example before her eyes, aad enjoy their prefence and 
counfela in all her troubles. Such is. evidently the defigii of the gof- 
pel-miuiftry. Accordingly, except a few cvangeliHs, who were ex- 
traordinary officers, and who bad a work in fume rcfpidts, peculiar 
to thcmfelves, theC^ftian- churches, in the fir ft ages, had tiieir 
iff«tu/» officers, their ^///r</ biihops, who relided,each in the church 
of which he wasm^dcoverfrer. Such a man was elder or Isifhop, 
of this church, and fuch a man of another. Every congregation had 
its own pkflor ; every large city had its body of paftors. ChriflianB 
enjoyed a perfonal acquaintan<re with their miniftrr ; fully knew 
his faith, dodlrine, manner of life, and had accefs to him for advice 
on all occalions ; and he, ftandiag in a fpecial and endearing rela- 
tion to tbem« naturally cared for their ftate. The evidence of this 
appears in all pirts of the adts and the epidfes. The churclrof £ph- 
efus bad her own overfeers, fet apart» by the Holy Ghoft, for her 
particular fervice, to which- they were commanded to take heed. 
The apoflles ordained elders in «t;«ry church. Tiituj w&s left in 
Crete, that he mtght ordain elders- in ev/r^ city, and fet. in order 
things which were wanting. The churches in Ada had each her 
diRindl angel ^or papor^ to whom J6hn delivers a meflage from Chrift, 
to be communicated to .the churchesr Thefe obfervations prove, 
that a.man. whochoufrs to. officiate as a preacher, where be \% un- 
known; who wanders from town to town, and from Hate to ftsie, 
keeping his external call and qualifications out of fighc, carries a 
moft glaring mark of a falfe teacher. And whatever pretenfions he 
makes of zeal for Chrift, and love to fouls, he is to be regarded 
with the ftime diftrufV, as a rambling mountebank, who proftfles a 
fopematural ikiU to heal men's difcafes, or predidt their foitunes. 
Sedaries, who are fixed in no one place ; who exhibit no authcntick 
credentials; who preach not on the iodituted. day,, in the (tated 
place, under the patronage of fettled, mintfters ; but in contempt of 
all order, creep into corners, call private le(5lures, endeavour to 
fafcinate their hearers with the charms ofnovtity, and,. before they 
can well be known, flee away, and give place to a fucctflbr of the 
fame defcription, come not from the good Shepherd ; but are tliofc 
thieves and robhicrs, who come to ftcal and dcftroy, and of ^hom 
tHe great Shepherd has warned 'US to beware. To fuch the porter 
nuy not open ; and fuch the {keep may not hear nor follow.'* 

Letter to the Author from a FrUik<L. 
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and party attachmeats, as an evidence that they arc 
carnal. Errours and corruptions in a church arc 
no reafon, why we jQiouId withdraw from her com- 
munion, until they plainly appear to be fundament- 
al and incurable ; they are rather a reafon, why 
we fliould be watchful to reform the things that 
are amifs, and to ftrengthen the things that remain. 
There can fcarcely be a more ftriking indication of 
hypocrify and carnality in a profcffor of religion, 
than his feparating from the communion of a church, 
on pretence of corruptions or ungodly members in 
It, when he himfelf has never made ope fingle at- 
tempt to purge out the corruptions, or to reclaim 
or remove the ungodly members. 

One great end of the inftitution of churches, and 
of focial worfhip in them, is the promotion of peace, 
harmony and love, Thofe teachers, therefore, 
whofe objcft is to caufe divifions in churches, have 
nothing of the fpirit of the gofpel, but are manifeft- 
ly purfuing a defign in direft opposition to it. Jude, 
defcribing the impoftors who had fecretly crept in 
among Chriftians, fays, * Thcfe are they who fep- 
aratc themfelves, fenfual, having not the fpirit. 
Verfe 1 9. No words can be more plain and def- 
criptive, than thofe of St. Paul. * Mark them who 
caufe divifions and offences, contrary to the doftrine 
which ye have received, and avoid them. For they 
that are fuch fcrve not the Lord Jefus Chrift, but 
their own belly ; and with good words and fair 
fpeeches deceive the hearts of the Cmple.* Rom. 
xvi. 17, 18. They deceive hy fair fpeeches. They 
profefs uncommon fanftity, high affurance, extraor- 
dinary zeal, and immediate communication from the 
Spirit. As the apoftle fays, * they commend and 

exalt 
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exalt thcmfelvcs, and meafure themfelves by them- 
fclvcs, and compare themfelves among themfelves, 
as if they were pcrfeft and infallible ftandards.— 
They juftify their feparations by pretenfions, that 
others are not fpiritiial enough for their commtm- 
ion — they would form a pure church. The lan- 
guage of their conduft is, * Stand by yourfelves, 
come not near, for we are holier than you.* But 
what fays the God of peace and purity ? ' Thefe 
are a fmoke in my nofe ; a fire that burneth all the 
day/ Ifaiah Ixv. 5. 

The promoters of divifions, the better to accom- 
pHfli their wicked purpofes, are watchful to take 
\ advantage of any unhappy circumftance in a 
I church ; fnch as an accidental contention, the dif- 
I ciplinc of an offending member, the ficknefs or re- 
^ I movaj, the death or the temporary abfence of the 
\ I ftated paflor : As the wolf leaps into the fold, when 
the Ihcpherd is withdrawn, or a gap is opened. 
Paul, who knew their craft better than he wiftied, 
&ys to the elders at EphefuSj * I know that i^er 
wj departure^ fliall grievous wolves enter in among 
you, npt fparing the flock. Alfo of your own* 
fclvcs (hall men arife, fpeaking pervcrfe things to 
irmo away difdples after theni^ Afts 120, 29, 30. 
They ftrc induftrious to make difciples : But to 
Twhora ?— To Chrifl: ? No, but to themfelves. It 
is trttb this view that they ramble from fold to 
fcld, and enter into other men's flocks. So Chrift 
%s to the fcribes, * Ye compafs fea and land to 
Jflake one profelyte ;* leaving no art untried for 
^ that end. But what is their intention ? Is it that 
their profelyte may be more devoted to God ? 
I No : It is that he may be attached to them, and fo 
I ^^^ 
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add to their importance. ^ When he is made, iays 
Chrift, ye make him more the child of hell than 
yourfelvcs.' Your corrupt flatteries only harden 
him in his wickednefs. Matth. xxiii. 1 5. So Jude 
fays of them, * They have men's perfpns in admira- 
tion becaufe of advantage;' efteeming and ap- 
plauding this and that man» not on account of his 
real virtue and worth, but only on account of his 
readinefs to ferve their defigns. * No,, no/ they 
iviil tell you> ' we have no fuch unworthy aims : 
But the churches are fallen from the gofpd purity. 
And we are preiTed in fpirit to teflify againil them ; 
WG would by all means fave fome.' Is this their in- 
tention ? Why then climb they ov.er the walls, in- 
ftead of entering by the door ? Why creq> they in 
unawares, inflead of walking upright ?. "Why: ap- 
ply they not to the paftors of churdhes, to convince 
them of, and reclaim them from the fuppofed er- 
rours and corruptions ? Would not this be the fur- 
eft and direfleft way to reform corrupt and errone- 
ous churches ? This is the way that Chrift.has point- 
ed out. When John was fent to the degenerate 
churches of Afia, did he negle£l^ the flated paftor, 
and addrefs the people without bis knowledge ? 
Did he attempt to difafieA them to, and detach ^ 
them from his miniftry ? Did he caufe dtvifions and 
fcparations in order to make one pure church out 
of fcvcn corrupt ones ? No: John's letters are di- 
refted immediately to the angel^ or pajior of each 
church, to be by him communicated to the people. 
Thus the fpirit fpake to the churches. John, afled 
by command of Chrift. ' To the angel of the 
church write' — ' Thefe things faith, the Son of 
GocT — ' He that hath an ear let him hear, wha.X. 
the fpint faith to the churches ? The churchc 
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were to hear what was fpokcn in this way : But 
they were not to hear every man who came in the 
garb of a teacher, and who, by his high preten- 
fions to infpiration, fubverted the order which Chrift 
had fettled. There were enough fuch among them. 
Therefore one church is reproved^ becaufe fhe fufc 
fered them to teach, who felfcly called themifelves 
prophets : And another is commended, becaufe 
flic could not bear them that were evil ; and tried 
themt, whofaid, they were apoftles, and were not j 
and found them liars. 

It is a certain mark of a falfe ttacher, if under 
pretence of reforming churches, hecaufes divifions 
in them. There were corruptions in mod of the 
Afiatick churches : In fome of them there were 
but few members, who had not defiled their gar- 
ments. And what were thefe few to do i^ — With^ 
draw, left they {hould be infefted with the filthy 
garments of their brethren ? — No : But to watch 
and keep their own garments, to favc others with 
fear, and encourage the purity which remained. 
Rev. ii; and iii. chapters. 

VIII. FaHe teachers ufually attend more to the 
form, than to the power of godlincfs. 

The preaching of the apoftles was rational, folid, 
and convincing. It tended to make men wife and 
good, humble and holy, pious and benevolent — 
They taught that, * the kingdom of God was not 
meat and drink, but righteoufnefs and peace and 
joy in the Holy Ghoft'— that « in Chrift neither 
circumcifion, nor uncircumcifion availed ; but a new 
creature, keeping the commandments of God, and 
faith working by love.* Their doftrine was ac- 
cording to gddlinefs. Impoftors rather lay weight 
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on certain diftinguifliing tenets and ufages of tfadr 
own ; on particular modes and forms ; on the 
means and inftruments of religion^ on things fnit- 
ed to ftrike the pafGons and captivate the affec- 
tions. With men of this charafter, converiion, 
though perhaps much talked of, is only coming 
over to their feA^ and adopting their pecuHar fenti« 
ments and forms. When they gain profelytcs to 
their party, they boaft the number of their con- 
verts ; and urge their fuccefs, as an evidence that 
God is with them. The blind, hypocritical guides, 
fo often reproved by our Saviour, made religion 
to confifl more in tything mint^ anife and cununin, 
in long and noify prayers, and frequent fafts, thaa 
in righteoufnefs, mercy, faith and the love of God% 
Matth. xxiii. Thofe • vagrants, who went opt 
from the apoftles, becaufe they were not of them, 
and who fubverted the fouls of the believers, 
taught, that except nien were circumcifed, and ob- 
ferved the ceremonies of the Igw, they could not 
be faved. Afts xv. The falfe apoftles in Corinth, 
and evil workers in Philippi, had confidence in the 
flefh, in external rites and forms ; they gloried that 
they were Hebrews, Ifraelites, and the feed of A- 
braham. 2 Cor. xi. Phil. iii. 2, 3, - 4. The per- 
verters of the gofpel in Galatia turned their hear- 
ers to weak and beggarly elements, and taught 
them to obfcrve days and months, times, and years. 
Gal. iv. 9, 10. The unruly and vain talkers and 
deceivers in Ephefus and in Crete, who crept into 
houfes, and fubverted whole families, had only a 
form of godlinefs ; they denied the power of it. 
They fought to pleafe fuch as could not endure 
found doftrine, and to gratify their itching eaK. 

They 
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rhcy humoured the difpofition of thofe, vjrho, af- 
cr their own lufts, heaped to therafelves teachers ; 
hey amufed them with fables, inflead of edifying 
hem with found doArine. 2 Tim. iii. and iy. chap- 
crs. Titus i. 10, 11. 

The apoftles of Chrift ufed great plainnefs of 
peech ; by manifeftation of the truth commended 
hcmfelves to every man's confcience ; warned and 
aught every man in all wifdom, that they might 
»refent every man perfeft in Chrift Jefus. The 
alfc apoftles aimed only to move the paiSons, 
»lcafe the fancy and excite the admiration of their 
icarers. * They allured them with great ^ fwelling 
^ords ol vanity ;* with words tending both to ex- 
It themfelves, and fwell the pride and felf-confi- 
icncc of their deluded admirers. They might 
loaft of their numerous converts ; but converts 
oade only by the agitation of the paffions, without 
nftruftion of mind or change of temper, are but as 

trees whofe fruit withereth, without fruit, twice 
lead, plucked up by the roots.' 

The ancient Jews, in their corrupteft ftatc, call- 
ed frequent aflemblies, appointed folemn meetings, 
ind multiplied their offerings ; they fought God 
Jaily, afked of him the orcBnancesofjuftice and 
took delight in approaching to him, as a nation that 
did righteoufnefs and forfook not the ordinances 
of their God. But God's inftituted fabbath and 
worihip was no delight to them. They would wor- 
ftup God in any time or manner, except that which 
he had prefcribed. The prophet is therefore di- 
refted to cry aloud againft them, and teach them 
their tranfgreffion. Ifaiah Iviii. 
However zealous wc arc to heap to ourfelvcs . 

tc^chcc^ I 
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teachers, and multiply to ourfelves feafons of wor- 
ihip, if we negleA the worihip of God on the day 
and in the place, which he has appointed, onrre- 
ligion is but an empty form. Such a pervcrfion of 
God's ordinances proceeds not from fpiritual zeal, 
but from worldly lufl. 

IX, This fort of teachers arc defcribed as op- 
pofing fubordination under infidious pretenfions of 
liberty. 

The apoftle cautions the Ephefians, that * they be 
not carried away — ^by the flight of men and cun- 
ning craftinefs, by which they lie in wait to deceive.* 
Chap. iv. 1 4. He alludes to the fraudfiil dexteri- 
ty of pra£lifed gameflers iil managing a die, or cube, 
as the word fignifies, which they will throw with 
fuch a flight as to make the fide come up which 
they wifli. Much fo crafty deceivers tofs men a- 
bout by addreffing their feelings, and plying them 
with fubjefts fuited to agitate their pafllons. And, 
for this fpiritual legerdemain, they feldom find a 
more handy inftrument, than the form of liberty. 
Their firft objeft is to unfettle people's minds from 
the doftrine and order of the gofpel, by infinuating, 
that their underftandings have been impofcd on, and 
their confciences enflaved, and it is time to aflert 
their liberty. If they can only fet men afloat, they 
hope to take the direftion of them into their own 
hands. This game the devil too fuccefsfully played 
with our progenitors in Eden. He infimiated, that 
they were held in ignorance and blind obedience ; 
and if they would throw off the rcftraint, their eyes 
would be opened. The minifters of Satan ufe the 
fame artifice. Corah would perfuade the Jews, that 
they wereled about blindfold by Mofcs,and priell-rid- 

den 
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den by the (landing order. Peter and Jude def. 
' cribe feducers, as * defpifing government,' and en- 
deavouring, under pretence of liberty, to level all 
diftinftions ; As ^ murmurers and complainers ; pre- 
fuinptuous and felf-willed j and as fporting in their ^ 
deceptions :' As headftrong in their ways, and 
incapable of being mended by counfel, or reclaim- 
ed by reafon.* 

♦Paul gives the fame account of them in his fe- 
cond letter to Timothy. He fays, * Perilous times 
{hall come, for men mall be lovers of their own- 
felves, covetous,' teaching things which they ought 
not for filthy lucre's fake ; ' proud, and boafters' 
cf their own fuperior fanftity j ' evil fpeakers and 
difobedient to parents' under pretence of being 
more godly than they ; ' unthankful, unholy, with- 
out natural affeftion, covenant breakers,' or difrc- 
garding the covenant obligations which they are un- 
der 

* Peter mentions this among other marks of falfe teachers, that i« 
their feflivals or aflfemblies ^ they /ported themfelves luith their ottn deceit* 
ings : Or with certain devices to deceive their followers ; thus beguiling 
unftablefauh, Icencus, aChrilUan father, who wrote foon after the 
apoftles, has mentioned a particular device, which Peter is here 
fuppofed to allude to. Speakingof thefe hereticks, he fays, 'They 
made it their cuftom, in their feftivals, fortibus ludere, to play with 
lots.* • How thefe lots were applied, Peter may be fuppofcd to in«. 
timate, when he fays, their j^or/i/r^ was to deceive and beguile^ that 
Xhty m'lghi better exerci/e their covetous f radices. It is probable that 
thefe deceivers, pretending, that a lot drawn in a particular man* 
ncr was a divine deciiion, took uponthein thus to diredc men's con- 
du<fl, and to predidt their deftiny^ Hence it appears that the impi- 
ous pra<5iice, lately known among us, of difcovering men's fpiricual 
iftate by a tottery, is not fo novel, as fome have imagined. Some- 
thing fimilar to itfccmsto have been in ufe among thofe religious 
gfunefters who vexed the -church in, and foon after the apoflles' 
times. But the ufe of pafTages of faCred writ in a way of lottery, is 
« fpecics of impiety probably unknown to the ancients. This ini- 
proveroeiH on the old plan modern gameftcrs may doubtlcfs appra- 
priat& 
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der to the church of God ; * falfc accufers, inconti- 
nent,' or much given to luft ; * fierce' and malig- 
nant in their tempers ; • heady and high-minded :' 
And yet afluming ' a formof godlinefs !' * Of this 
fort are they who creep into houfes, to lead the 
fimple captive. From fuch turn away.* What is 
the liberty, which fuch goodly patrons procure? 
The aportle calls it captivity^ or fubjeSlion to divers 
lujls. It is a liberty, which begins in licentiouC- 
nefs and ends in bondage. Peter fays, ' They al- 
lure through the lulls of the fle(h thofc who had 
cfcaped from them that live In errour. While 
they promife them liberty, they themfelves are the 
fervants of corruption ; for of whom a man is over- 
come, of the fame he is brought into bondage,* 
2 epiftle, ii. 18, 19. They relax the ftrift precepts 
of the gofpd, preach doftrines fuited to men's cor- 
rupt inclinations ; flatter their fpiritual pride, and 
bolder them up with falfe hopes by haftily pro- 
nouncing them in a ftate of grace. Thus deliver- 
ing them from the reftraints of fear, they plunge 
them into more abfolutc bondage to their lufts, and 
make their laft ftate worfe than the firft. 

1 would obferve once more. 

X. Falfe teachers corrupt the word of God and 
handle it deceitfully. In oppofition to them Paul 
fays, * We are not as many^ who corrupt the word 
of God. We have renounced the hidden things 
of difhonefty — not handling the word of God de- 
ceitfully — ' 2 Cor. ii. ly — and iv. 2. One com- 
mon way in which they corrupt the word is, by 
' turning the truth into fables,' or by rejefting the 
plain, literal meaning of fcripture for the fake of a 
myftical, allegorical fenfc, which they abfurdly call 

the 
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the * fpiritual fenfe/ Thus they make the whole 
Bible uncertain, and are at liberty to give every 
text a fanciful turn, which bed ferves their own 
purpofe, or pleafes the humour of their hearers. 

There were, in the apoftles' days, fome of this 
fantaftick complexion. They denied the literal in- 
carnation, death and refurreftion of Chrift ; and 
affirmed that his body was only fpeftral, and his 
death and refurreftibn only illufive. They pro- 
fefled high perfeftion in holinefs, abfolute freedom 
from fin, clear difccrnmeiit of fpiritual things, un- 
common illuminations from God. It is manifefl, 
that thecpiftle of Jude, and the firft epiftle of John, 
were written in oppdfition to thefe enthuCaftick^ 
inyftical religionifls. Jude calls them * dreamers ;' 
men whofe religious notions were as wild and in- 
coherent, as the fports of imagination in a dream. 

Some deiftical writers have taken this method to 
fubvertthe credit of revelation : and the fame arti- 
fice bthers have ufed to propagate their irrational 
and unfcriptural opinions. 

Nothing can be more dangerous than this "way 
of interpreting fcripture. If we deny its literal 
meaning, and conceive the real fenfe to be hidden 
in myfteries, allegories and fanciful allufions, we en- 
tirely deftroy its ufe : And then, in our inquiries af- 
ter truth and duty, what rule (hall we find to guide 
us ? Every man's fancy mufl be his guide, which, 
like an ignis fatuiis^ will miflead the wandering pil- 
grim into bogs and moraffes of errour, and finally 
iogulph him in everlafting ruin. * 

I have now laid before you fome of the diflin- 
guilhing charaftcrs of falfc teachers ; and you 
will confidcr and remember, that they arc cl\^t^&.« 
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crs drawn, not hy mc, but by the facred fcriptures. 
Where they apply, let thciu apply. If you per- 
ceive that you have hitherto been under falfc teach- 
ers, it is time to renounce them and feek others : 
If you find otherwife, aft accordingly. Teachcn 
you are to have ; but let them be gofpel ones. 
You muft judge for yourfclvcs ; but if you judge 
vrong, it IS at your peril. ^ Strait is the gate, and 
narrow is the way, which leads to life, and few 
there be that find it : Therefore beware of iaife 
prophets.' Some feem to think it pretty indiffer- 
ent whom they follow. If it be fo, tell me why 
our divine Lord, and all his apoftles, have taken fo 
much care to guard you againft impoftors and in- 
truders ; and why they have given you fuch per- 
petual cautions againft them ? 

If you fufpeft, that the doArines of religion be- 
lieved by your fathers, and the order of the church- 
es, and the manner of introducing and fupportkig 
publick teachers, which have generally obtained in 
the land, are unfcriptural and dcftruflivc ; if you 
imagine, that the churches in the country have been 
no better than fynagogues of Satan ; that God has 
never owned them as his churches, nor blefTed the 
word and ordinances adminiftered in them ; if you 
fuppofe, that your fathers have been only fools and 
hypocrites, and that you, grown better and wifcr, 
are bound as Chriftians, to encourage innovations 
tending to the fubverfion of thefe churches; if 
thefe are your honeft fentiments, this only would I 
^am of you / when did piety and virtue, peace and 
good order moft abound ? — In the days of our fath- 
ers ? — Or fince thefe fuppofed improvements have 
taken place ? 

There 
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There are fome things in religion, which all mud 
allow to be great and eflential ; fuch as juftice, 
mercy, faith, benevolence, peaceablenefs, condc- 
fceniion and humility. The promotion o£ thefe is 
one great end of focial worlhip, and of all fpecial 
inftitutions. If we find, that any particular opin- 
ions and ufages do in fa A anfwer this important end, 
there is a ftrong prefumption in favour of them. 
JBut if, on the contrary, as new fentiments and forms 
take place, they who adopt them become more 
fwoln with pride and felf-confidence ; more apt to 
vilify, cenfure and condemn their fellow Chriftians, 
and more induftrious to fow difcord among breth- 
ren ; thi& is a fhrewd fign, that their notions are 
not founded in truth : At lead it proves, that their 
religion has done them no good. 

When a minifter warns his people againft inno- 
vations in do£lrine and worihip, againfl heaping to 
themfelves teachers, and countenancing divifions in 
' churches, it is common that they impute to him 
fome felfilh defign. Whatever opinion i^ou may 
have of your own minifter's views in preaching the 
gofpel, yet if you only confider him as a man not 
divefticd of the common feelings of humanity, you 
will know it is impofifible, that he ihould be indif- 
ferent to your intereft. Can you imagine, chat 
one, who has miniitered to you, and been conver- 
ikiit with you, inall circumftances of profperity and 
adverfity^ from his youth for near thirty years .; 
who has feen a great part of you grow up under 
his miniftry ; who has been fupported by your lib- 
erality, and happy in your fteady fricndfli^} ; can 
you imagine, that fuch an one will not naturally care 
for you ? Can a ftranger, on a- tranfient intervicMr^ 
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have feelings like him ? Believe the things now of- 
fered to be warnings of love. — I know thcra to be 
words of truth. 

It is a day, when the churches in the land are in 
danger ; and you are not exempt. Vice and im- 
morality prevail ; deftruftive errours make pro* 
grefs ; the minds of many are unfettled from the 
truth, and from the order of the gofpel ; impor- 
tant doftrines are denied or called in queftion ;-ffa- 
cred inftitutions are treated with contempt; 'and 
notions fubverfive of peace and virtue ai;e^ zteiloufly 
propagated and eagerly embraced. Blit^ be not 
you carried about with divers and ftrange doftrines. 
It is a good thing, that the heart be eftabliflied 
with grace. 

The remarkable prevalence of errour and dif- 
order in churches, at this particular time, proceeds 
chiefly, I imagine, from two caufes. Firft, from 
the great carelcflnefs and ftupidity of former years, 
in confequence of which, many have grown up un- 
principled in religion, and unfurniftied with doc- 
trinal knowledge, and fo are peculiarly expofed to 
the impofitions of defigning men, and utterly un- 
provided for their own defence. And, fecondly, 
from the natural operations of the late civil war. 
Though it ultimately became a national^ yet, in its 
origin and earlieft. ftagcs, it v as properly a civU 
war. And fuch awar feldom fails to produce con- 
fofion in religion. The reafon is obvious : In a 
civil war the fame people, divided into oppofite in- 
terefts, are fijled with more violent animofities, 
than tbofe which take place between contending 
nations. The mutual jealoufics and refcntments, 
2eal and engagednefs of party againft party, aug- 
mented 
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minted by mutual rccrimioations, proximity of 
fituation, and the remembrance of paft connexions, 
put the mind on the ftretch, difturb the nervous 
fyflem, and thro\v the fpirits into an agitation near- 
ly bordering on enthufiafm. Ta aggravate the 
animofity, religion is ufually introduced on both 
lidcs, and, contrary to her mild difpofition, is com- 
pelled to bear a part in the keen and angry con^ 
troverfy. In fuch a ftate of mind, people are pe- 
culiarly fufccptible of delufive impreffions ; confc- 
quently new teachers, who rife up, and labour to 
infufe into Chriftians jealoufies of eadi other, or of 
their dated inftruftors, are liftened.to with avidity, 
and received with credulity. At fuch a time men 
become a much eafier prey to errour and fedu^on, 
than in thofe calmer periods, when their fpirits arc 
more ferene and difpaffionate. And Satan doubt- 
lefs takes advantage of the turbid fcene, more 
darkly to ply his temptations, and more fuccefsful* 
ly to fpread the confufion. 

You have need, my brethren, to be peculiarly on 
your guard. Beware, left, being led away with 
the errour of the wicked, you fall from your own 
fteadfaftnefs. Remember the facred obligations 
you are under as profeffors of religion. Let your 
faith in the truth of the gofpcl be confirmed by thofc 
appearances in the ftate of the church, which the 
apofHes havey& exprefsly foretold and fo plainly def" 
cribcd. Attend on God's appointed ordinances, 
adhere clofely to his word, and ceafe to hear the 
inftruftions, which caufe to err from the words of 
knowledge. Let your minds be calm in all your 
religious inquiries. Let not paflion, jealoufy or 

party 
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party defign have any inflaence in forming your 
principles, or determining your pradice. 
Copfider that religion is a matter of infinite impor* 
tance ; a bufinefs whofe confequences are not ter» 
minated with time, but reach forward into all the 
depths of eternity. Treat it always as a mod feri- 
ons concern ^ prove all things y hold fad that 
which is good. 

' But why all this ado about falfe teachers,' fome 
will a/k, * and why are minifters fo averfe to ai^ 
fiftance in bringing fouls to Chrift ? The hufband- 
man, if the harveft is great, rgoices to fee labour- 
ers come into his field.' 

My brethren, the field is not ours ; it is our Mat 
ter's. Ye are God's hulbandry j we are his ftew- 
ards, and muft obey his orders. We rejoice in 
the help ofthofe, whom he approves and fends.—- 
But if we filently admit intruders, who purloin the 
crop ; mar the comers of the field ^ trample the 
grain, or bind the flicaves fo flightly, that they can- 
not be gathered into his bam ; what ihall we do 
when he rifeth up ? and when he vifitetb, what 
fhall we anfwer him? 

^ But ought we not to attend on preaching, 
where we are beft edified !* 

You are to ftudy the things, which make for 
peace, and by which you may edify one another, 
You are to make increafe to the edifying of your- 
felves in love. You are not to be felfiih in your 
religion, any more than in your worldly bufinefs. 
You are to confider one another to provoke to love 
and good works. If under pretence of perfonal ed- 
ification, you purfue the meafures which tend to 
hinder the edification of your brethren, you aft 

contrary 
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contrary to the charaAer of Chriftians, as much as 
he afts contrary to the charafter of a good citizen, 
who manages his worldly bufinefs to the prejudice 
of his neighbour's intereft. Miftake not the emo- 
tions of paiCon, the flights of imagination or the oc- 
cafional flow of affeftion for godly edifying. You 
are then edified, when you increafe in knowledge^ 
faith, purity, peaceablenefs, and good works. If 
you break the bond of peace, and the unity of tlie 
ipirit, where is your edifying ? * The church is to 
come together into one place' — ^ to be builded to- 
gether for an habitation of God through the Spir- 
it.* The members of it are to be joined to the 
head by faith, and to each other by lave. If they 
are divided and fcattered, they have not the Spirit 
of God, nor the temper of Chriftians^ and there is 
no edifying. 

* But what if we have a minifter, whofe preach- 
ing is not agreeable to us ; mud we hear bim only ?' 

If his preaching is not agreeable to the gofpel, 
you ought by no means to be content with it. But 
what will you do ? Will you fJently withdraw, and 
leave your lefs difcerning brethren to perifh under 
his corrupt miniftry ? Rather take gofpel-meafures 
to convince him ; or, if he is. irreclaimable, to re- 
move him. You are not to fcatter away promifcu- 
ouily from a bad minifter ; but he is to be put a- 
way by a regular, publick ccnfure of the churches, 
that a good one may fucceed. Thus union is to be 
prefervcd, and future impofitions prevented. 

* But a minifter may preach the gofpel, and yet 
his nianmr not be entertaining. May we not pleafe 
ourfclves ?* 

You arc fenfibk, that hearers have a diverfity of 

taftcs, 
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taftcs, as well as miniftcrs a divcrfitjr of gifts ; and 
among Chriftians of the fame fociety there muft be 
fomc condcfccnfion. * Ye that are ftrong ought to 
bear the infirmities of the' weak, and not merely to 
pleafe yourfelves. Let every one of you pleafe his 
neighbour for his good to edification — •' Paul, A- 
pollos and Cephas preached the fame gofpcl ; but 
in a different manner. Some were pleafed with 
Paul's reafoning ; fome admired Apollps's elo- 
quence ; and fome were charmed with Peter's 
warmth of addrefs. So much might be expeded. 
But when they ran into parties, and fome attached 
themfclves to this, and fome to that preacher in 
oppofition to each other, what faid Paul to them ? 
* Ye are carnal and walk as men/ 

Itching ears indicate an ill humour in the blood ; 
and they who with fuch ears, heap to themfehues 
teachers^ are faid to do rt, not after the fpfrit of 
God, but after their own lufts : Not becaufe they 
love religion, but becaufe they cannot endure found 
doctrine. From fuch teachers as creep into houfes^ 
or churches, to lead the fimple captive, you are to 
turn away. Thofe who caufe divifions you are to 
mark and avoid. You arc not to bid them, God 
fpeed. 

* But furely there is fuch a thing as a juflifiablc 
feparation ; elfe why fays Paul to the Corinthians, 
Come ye out from among thctn^ and be ye feparate V 
2 Cor, vi. 17. 

Doubtlcfs there is a juflifiable feparation ; juft 
fuch an one as Paul recommends. And what is 
this ? — Not a feparation from the church ; for 
this dircftion is given to the church ; and 
Paul could not mean, that the church ought to fep- 
arate 
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ante from berfelf: But it is a feparation from the 
vices of the world, and from the idolatries of the 
heathens. So the apoftle explains it : ' What fel- 
lowihip hath righteoufnefs with unrighteoulnefs ? 
And what agreement hath the temple of God with 
idols ?' And how were thefe Chridians to fepa- 
ratc ? The apoftle tells them : ' Therefore let us 
cleanfe our/elves from all filthinefs of the flefh and 
fpirit. — * 

* Is there no cafe then, in which Chriftians may 
feparate from a church ?* 

There may be fuch a cafe. If a church is fo ef- 
fentially and irreclaimably corrupt, as to ceafe to be 
a church of Chrift, then, after we have in vain tri- 
ed the gofpel-meafures already mentioned, for her 
reformation, we ought to withdraw from her com- 
munion. On this principle the proteftants feparat- 
ed from the church of Rome. She had introduc- 
ed idolatry in its external form, adopted another 
rule of faith befides the fcriptures, fet up another 
head and acknowledged other mediators befides 
Jefus Chrift, and fhe perfecuted even to prifon and 
death, thofe who teftified againft her errours and 
laboured for her reformation. The apoftle John, 
Rev. xviii. 4. fpeaking prophetically of the corrupt 
ftate of this church, fays, ' I heard a voice from 
heaven, faying, Come out from her, my people^ that 
ye be not partakers ofherftns^ and that ye receive not 
if her plagues* Or if a church requires fuch terms 
of communion, as we think unlawful, we can have 
no fellowfliip with her in divine ordinances, though 

I we may have a charitable opinion of her, as a true 
church. There is a material difference between a 
church's holding certain errours, and her making an 
adoption of thofe errours a term of communion to 



Others. But m this cafe fhe rather excludes us, 
than we feparate from her. Our fathers were, in 
this manner, driven from the church of England. 
They owned her as a church of Chrift, and would 
have continued in her communion, notwithftanding 
certain ufages, which they thought unfcriptural, if 
flie would have difpenfed with their conformity to 
her therein ; but as flie made an entire conformity 
an indifpenfible term of communion, they thought 
themfelves bound to withdraw. It was not a fepa- 
ration on their part, but an exclufion on her part. 
Or if a number of profeffcd Chriftians fihould fepa- 
rate from a church with which they arc in folemn 
covenant, and form themfelves into a focicty in op- 
pofition to their brethren, and thus caufc divifions 
and offences, however candidly we may think of 
them, ?.s honefl, but deluded Chriftians, we cannot 
have communion with them as a church, not only 
becaufe they renounce us, but alfo becaufc they 
combine to fubvert fuch as we fuppofe to be church- 
es of Chrift. We are to mark and avoid them. 
But fmaller errours in doftrine or difcipline, when 
they are not made terms of communion, can never 
jnftify fuch a feparation as implies a renouncing of 
communion. Chrift owns and treats the churches 
in Afia, as his churches, though moft of them had 
greatly degenerated : And far from encouraging 
the purer chriftians to withdraw from the reft, he 
commands them to be watchful and ftrengthen the 
things that remain. And let no man dare to judge 
and defpife thofe, whom God has received. Rom% 

xiv. 1,2. 

An honeft zeal for the purity of churches, is to 
God an odour of a fweet iinell ) but complaints 

of 
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of corruption, when they proceed from fpleen and 
hypocrify, are a fraoke in his noftrils. Many, wh6 
are lond in complaining of diforders in churches, in- 
ftead of attempting to reform them, only urge them 
as pretenfions for feparating from their brethren, 
with whom they are in folemn covenant. Inftead 
ofadopting the animating language oftheLevitcs 
to Ezra, Arife^for this matter belongeth to thee ; wc 
alfo will be with thee; they only ftand and dif- 
charge fome blind and random reproaches ; then 
face about, and withdraw. Thus they difcourage 
the hearts of their brethren, ftrengthcn the hands' 
of evil doers, and provide a retreat for the guilty, 
who would evade the juft difcipline of the church. 
How frequent is the cafe, that when an offending 
brother is admoniflied for his fins, he defeats the in« 
flituted means of his repentance, and feeks refiigc 
from merited cenfure, by flying to fome other fe^, 
who mak^ him welcome with all his fins, having his 
perfon in admiration, becaufe of advantage. 

To conclude. Be ye all like-minded one toward 
another according to Chrift Jcfus, that ye may, 
with one mind and one mouth, ^orify God. Be 
not deceived by falfe appearances. The kingdom 
of God Cometh not with outward fhow and oftenta- 
tion ; neither is there occafion to fay, Lo, here ; 
or, lo, there ; for it is a kingdom within men. 
True religion is peaceable, modeft and humble : 
Hypocrify is turbulent, noify and vam. Falfe doc- 
trines, like dry winds, are bluftering and unfteady, 
violent in their motions, and no^^ious in their effeAs. 
The doftrines of truth arc like the gentle dews on 
the tender herb, and the fhowers on the grafs. 
Be ye not carried about with every wind of doc- 

O tt\\x^. 



»58 

4srine. The finccrc Chriftian, rooted and grown 
up in Chrift, and eftabliihed in the faith, with 
knowledge and judgment, like the deep-rooted oak, 
ftands £rm and unmoved, whatever winds may 
blow ; white falfe converts and unprincipled pro- 
fefTors, like withered leaves, are caught in the gid- 
dy whirl, wafted around and made the fport of 
each wanton guft. Conclude not that there is mofl: 
true religion, where the flame of zeal feems to 
mount the higheft. Chaff and ftubble will fpring 
into a fudden blaze, which towers for a moment, 
and then expires : Solid fuel bums more moderate- 
ly, but yields a more fleady and genial heat. Paul, 
while a pharifee, was zealous to madnefs againd the 
truth ; when he became a Chriflian, his zeal was 
as much changed as his obje^. You now fee no 
more of his former madnefs : His Chriflian zeal is 
a calm, rational, firm refolution, bearing him along 
in the courfe of duty, with equable motion^ through 
every oppofition and danger. The fpirit of true 
religion is not in the ftorm, the earthquake or the 
fire, but in the fliU, fmall voice. 

And now the God of all grace and wifdomgnmt, 
that yoiu- love may abound more and more in 
knowledge and all judgment, that ye may approve 
the things that are excellent, that ye may be fin- 
cere and without offence until the day of Chrifl, 
and may be filled with the fruits of righteoufnefs, 
which are by Jcfus Chrifl, to the praifc afiid glory 
of GOD. 

A M E N, 
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IN the preceding pages we have en- 
deavourcd to maintain this pofition, * That no man 
has a right to officiate, or ought to be received, in 
the charafter of a publick teacher of religion, un- 
til he has been approved and recommended by El- 
den of Churches J* 

.The fcripturat evidence in fiapport of our pofition, 
we hope cannot reafonably be controverted. But 
an objefl ion will perhaps meet us from fuppofed nc- 
ceffity, or hiftorical faft. 

* Many centuries,* il will be faid, * have clapf- 
cd, fince Chrift commiffioned his apoftles, and fince 
they ordained their fucqeffors : And how can we 
know, that the fucceffion has been continued with- 
out interruption ? And if there has been an inter- 
raption, then there was a time, when ordination 
was taken up anew by private Chriftians. What 
then are all prcfent ordinations, traced to their or- 
igin, but lay-ordinations ?* 

This objcftion may deferve an anfwer. 

The great queftion here muft be. What is the 
inftitution of Chrift, and the apoftolick ufage ? By 
thefe we muft be governed, and thefe muft not be 
fct afide by imaginary ncceffity, or fuppofititious 
fkfts. 

The gofjpel-hiftory confirms the pofition which 
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we have laid down. A tniniftry in the chnrcb is 
undeniably inftituted by Chrift — intrcxiuflion to 
the miniftry, in the apoftolick age, was by prayer 
and the impofition of the hands of elders — this 
ufage was invariably, and without a fingle devia- 
tion, continued, as long as the facred hiftory af- 
fords any light — the dircftions concerning ordina- 
tions are given to bijhops^ or elders^ and to them 
oniy — no provifion is made for cafes of neceffity, or 
for the renewal of the miniftry, if it fbould hap* 
pen to ceafe— we have an exprefs promife from 
Chrift, that he will fupport his church, and be 
with his minifters always even to the end of tie 
world. When we compare this promife with the 
inftitution of the miniftry, and the mode of intro- 
dudion, which immediately foUowed, we think it 
can import no lefs, than that a regular miniftry, 
fliould never ceafe in the church, nor any neceffity 
occur for departing from the inftituted manner of 
introduAion, We have the inftitution, the prom- 
ife and the apoftolick pradice in our favoiu^ ; and 
what nK)re do we need ? The promife, fo emphat- 
ically expreffed, and fo clearly interpreted by fub- 
fequent ufage, muft, we think, be underftood as 
we have ftated it. 

It is then by no means neceffary, that, by hiftor* 
ical deduftion, we fhould prove an uninterrupted 
fuccefSon ; we have a right to prefume it, until ev- 
idence appears to the contrary. If any fay, the 
fucceflion has failed, the burthen of proof muft lie 
wholly on them. Let them from inconteftible 
hiftory, fhew us the time, place and manner in 
which it terminated — who were the laft minifters 
in the line from the apofUes — who the firft in the 
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new line— who the laymen that ordained them — 
and where was the fcene of the tranfaftion.*— Un- 
til we have this information, we rely on the prora- 
ife of Chrift, in the fenfe in which we underftand it. 

But it will be afked,. * What if a nnmber of 
Chriilians ihould be cad on a defolate coaft or iil- 
and, or ihould. emigrate to a country feduded from 
intercourfe with the Chridian worlds and ihould 
have among them no ordained miniiler ? May they 
not ordain miniilers for themfelves ? May not^min- 
ifters thus ordained venture to oflSciate ? 

But tell me firil. Where is this folitary iiland or 
coaft — this fecluded country of Chriftians ? — Did 
you ever read of a colony of pious Chriftians emi- 
grating to a new country, who forgot to take min- 
ifters with them 5 or whom no minifters would ac- 
company or follow I If no fuch cafe has ever hap- 
pened, or is ever likely to happen, it is not ftrange, 
that the Head of the church has made no provifion 
for it ; nor is it neceifary, that we ihould under- 
take to remedy his omiiHoa. 

But probably fome will ftill imagine, that fa& is 
againftus*. They.wiUtell us, * Ordinations came 
down to us through the church of Rome j. and 
there was a time when that church was fo dTen* 
tially corrupt,. that ihe ceafcd to be a- church of 
Chrift, and her ofHcers ceafed to be minifters of 
Chrift ; and therefore they, who withdrew from 
her, at the time of the reformation, having among 
them no valid ordinations, muft. have, begun them 
anew/ 

But will hiftory fupport this conclufion ? Di4- 
the firft reformers, diftruiling thqir paft ordinations, 
receive one from their lay-b3;cthr(;D^ F-T-The contnLf- 
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ry is mod evident. The protcftant reformers in 
Englaad early drew up a confeffion of their faith, 
in which, as Doftor Bumct fays, * they ccnfure 
any who (hould take upon them to preach, or ad- 
miniftcr the facraments, without having lawfully 
received the power from the minijtcrs^ to whom a^ 
lone the right of conferring that power doth apper- 
tain.' Certainly they had no apprehenfion, that 
the minifterial fucceflion was at an end. 

The Roman church, though at that time exceed- 
ingly corrupt, appears not to have materially cor- 
rupted her ordinations. In this matter, we do not 
find, that the reformers alledged any complaint. 

Though corruptions early began in the Chrtftian 
church, yet their progrefs was gradual and flow. 
In every age many diffented from them, great op- 
pofition was made to them, and large councils of 
bifliops, or minifters, publickly condemned them. 
The weftem or Roman church uhimatcly carried 
her corruptions to a more extravagant height, than 
the oriental or Greek church ; but even ia the 
former, they never came to their crifis, untiTv the 
famous council of Trent ^ which was opened more 
than twenty, and clofcd more than forty years, af- 
ter the beginning of Luther's reformation. That 
council, called by the Pope's bull, and fupported by 
the Emperour's arms, in oppofition to the reform- 
ers, * eftablilhed,' as Doftor Tillotfon fays, ' fcve- 
ral JV^wv/r/zV/^j which had never before htcn ac- 
knowledged by any general council.' Thofc new 
articles, if avowed by fome, yet had not been gen- 
erally received, in their full extent, as now declar- 
ed. If they had been decreed by one council, it 
was but a partial one, and they were foon after con- 
demned 
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demtied by another ; and therefore were not to be 
confidcred as the received and acknowledged doc* 
trines of the church. At this time, as the DoAor 
obferves, • the errours of the church of Rome rofe 
to their height/ He demands of the papiOs, 
^ Where their religion was before the council <j£- 
Trent.' He challenges them, ' to (hew a religion, 
confifting of ^// the fame articles which are dc£ned 
by that council as ncceffaiy to falvation, profeffcd 
by any Chriflian church in the wortd before thai 
iimeJ* 

Luther and his affociates, in their firft oppofition 
to the errours of the Roman church, did not con* 
fidcr her, as having ejjentially departed from the 
gofpel, or as being utterly difbwned by Chrift ; 
for their primary objeft was, not to withdraw from 
her, but to eifeft a reformation by means which 
might prcferve the general union. They never res* 
nounccd her, until they and their - adherents were 
excommunicated, and all hopes of union were cut 
oflF ; bat, on the contrary, demanded a free and 
general council, to deliberate on means of accom- 
plifliing the reformation fo much defired. When 
Luther was conftrained to difefeim that church; 
Doftor MoQieim obferves, ' he feparated himfdf 
from it, only as it acknowledged the Ptepe to bd 
infallible ; not from the church confideredin a more 
extenfive fenfe ; for he fubmittcd to the decifion of 
the univerfal church, when that decifion fthDuM 
be given in a general council kwftdly affembted/ 
' This,* fays Doftor Machine, was a judicious dif- 
tinftion ; for though the papacy was confounded 
with the cathplick church, they were in reality 
different things. The papacy kad indeed by de« 
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grees incorporated itfclf into the church ; but it 
was a prepofterous fupplement, and as foreign to its 
genuine conflitution, as a new citadel erected. by a 
fuccefsful.ufurper, would be to an ancient city. Lu- 
ther a£led on this 4iftiQ Aion ;. he went out of the 
citadel ; but he meaut to remain in the city^ and, 
like a good patriot, deiigned to reform its govern* 
ment.' But when the advocates for a general ref- 
ormation defpair^d of their obje£b, they came out 
from. that irreclaimable church, that they might 
not partake of her fins, nor receive of her 
plagues^ And we derive our ordinations from thofe 
who came out, not. from thofe who remained 
behind — from the purer, part which embraced^ not 
from the corrupter part which oppofed^ the refor- 
mation. It c^umot then be true, that our ordina- 
tions came through the church of Rome, if by that 
appellation is intended the corrupt body which the 
proteflants renounced* And furely none will al- 
kdge, that thofe pious men, who had long oppos- 
ed her corruptiops, and contended.for a reformation, 
were themfdyes too erroneous to be owned as min- 
ifters, or that their hands. were too unclean to con- 
vey a pure ordination* 

One cannot here but feel- the ftrlking contrad 
between thofe ancient reformers, who laboured to 
correft the errours,. without breaking the union of 
the church, and certain modem pretenders, who, 
in the firft inftanee, feparate themfelves from the 
churches, and then exclaiming againft them as corr 
rupt, promote and encourage divifions in them. 

It is obfervable, that minifters were the firft to 
bear teflimony againft the prevailing corruptions-^-- 
the firft to ftand forth in the caufe of truth and pu- 
rity i 
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rity ; and God owned them as his faithfal fervants, 
and fucceeded them in their arduous undertaking. 

In the greateft part of Germany, and in many 
other places, the main body of the clergy foon de* 
clared in favour of the reformation, and united their 
efforts in its caufe. In England, more than a huOi* 
drcd years before Luther, the feeds of it were fowa 
by the doftrines of Wickliff". And though their 
growth was retarded by the long indemency of the 
feafon, yet they were gradually taking root, and, 
under the firft warm .. beams, they fprang up and 
grew. The papal jurifdidion, which for ages had 
been denied, or received witli great limitations, by 
the Kings of England, was totally renounced in 
1 533, by Henry VIII. and the biihopfi ; and the 
fcriptures were declared to be the fiandard of relit 
gion. In this reign, Cranmer, as well before as af- 
ter his promotion to the fee of Canterbury, favour* 
ed the doftrincs of Luther, which by his influence 
obtained a confiderable fpread among the people 
and clergy. In 1547, when Edward VI. who 
had been educated in the principles of the refortta- 
tion, came to the throne, the proteftant religbn, 
being patronized by the King and his court, and 
encouraged by many of the biihops, as well as other 
clergy, generally prevailed* AikI, after a (bort in% 
terruption in the bloody feign of Mary, itwasful-* 
]y eftabliihed under Elizabeth in 1558* So tbU 
proteflancy was in fad the religion of Engird, a 
number of years before the conclufioa of thecoun* 
cil of Trent. 1 

The rapid progrefs of the reformation, and the 
vaft number of minifters, who early embraced it^ 
make it evident, that there couM ,t>e no o€cafr>Q ; 
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and the fervent zeal of the reformed againfl: the er- 
rours of popery makes it as evident, that there 
couM be no difpofition, to receive ordinations in fu- 
ture from the papal clergy. And therefore, with- 
out the labour of tracing a Imeal fuccefEon, we have 
clear hiftorical evidence, that our ordinations def- 
cended not from the church of Rome, after flie be- 
came fo corrupt, as in the opinion of proteftants, to 
eeafe from being a true church. 

It will perhaps be aiked, * How do we know, 
but the firft reformers had bectt ordained by fomc 
of the vileft men in the Roman church ?' But let 
me afk, How do we know, or is it probable, that 
this was the cafe ? The reformers themfclves ap* 
pear to have entertained no fcruplcs on this head; 
tet it ftill be remembered, that irregularity in ordi- 
nations was not made matter of complaint agsunib 
her ; that her corruptions had not fo early rifen to 
their height ; and that fhe had not yet eftablifhed, 
by a general council, her groffefl crrour$, nor cx«^ 
punged her pureft members. 

But admittmg that a man of corrupt principles 
and morals a£ls in an ordination ; will his charafter 
nullify the tranfaftion ? As long as the fcribcs fat in 
Mofes* feat, Chrifl; acknowledged them as officers 
of the Jewifli church ; nor did- he deny the au- 
thority of the high-prieft, though his perfonal char* 
after was for from^ recommending him; 

The perfon ordained derives his authority to 
preach from Jcfus Chrift ; not from the men who 
ordain him. They indigitate the perfon to be veil- 
ed with this authority, and officially inflate him in 
the regular exercife of it ; but it is Chrifl's gofpel^ 
not their will, which mufl direft him in the execu* 

tion 
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tion of his oflSicc. If ihey are corrupt in principles 
or manners, it will not thence follow, that he muft 
preach herefy or immorality. He is ordained to 
pr -dch the gofpel ; and whoever may ordain him^ 
the charge which he receives, and the vow which 
he makes, bind him to teach, not the command- 
ments of men, but all things whatfoever Chrift ha3 
commanded. 

To break the chain of kcceffion at the fink m 
queflion, it muft be proved, that the perfons, from 
whom the firft reformers received ordination, not 
only were in errours, but had aQually ceafed to be 
oflScers of Chrift. 

With refpeft to the ordinations in this land little 
needs to be faid. It is well known, that the firft 
minifters in the country were ordained in England 
by men whofe authority is not controverted. 
Though fome of our fathers fuppofed, that lay-or- 
dinations might be juftified, yet this fentiment was 
difapproved by their brethren in England ; and 
was not fo long retained here, as to be carried into 
prafl ice. The inft almcnt of perfons already ordain- 
ed, was in fome inftances, performed by lay breth- 
ren ; but during the firft century after the fettlc- 
ment of New-England, ordinations were conftant- 
]y folemnized by the hands of ordained elders, ex- 
cept in two or three inftances ; and even in thefc 
there was the prefence and concurrence of elders, 
though they impofed not their hands. Prefident 
Stiles fays,* that ^ no more than one fuch inftance, 
in the laft century, appears with certainty.* And 
if there were a few fuch inftances, in different times 
and places, they affcA not the fucceflion ; becanfe, 
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ordinations among us being performed by a num- 
ber of minifters, not by a fingle pcrfon, it may 
always be prefumcd, that fome of the number are 
men regularly authorized. 

The Prefident, * on a full, thorough and la- 
borious inquiry/ affirms, that * the fucccffion, in 
the line of prdbyters, was preferved without inter- 
ruption, at the time of the reformation, and the 
New-England ordinations, in' this line, may with 
affurancebc traced back even to the holy apoftlcs/ 
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